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June 12, 2002

Marcia Kingman

U.S. Department of Education
400 Maryland Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20202-6400

Dear Marcia:

Attached is the electronic edition of lowa’s Consolidated Application for No Child Left
Behind. It represents very careful consideration of the No Child Left Behind
requirements and the lowa system of education. We are hopeful that you and your
colleagues will concur with us that not only do we share the same aspirations for our
young people, we also are able to collaborate on the means by which those aspirations
are achieved.

You and your colleagues have a challenge in processing all of the consolidated
applications that you will receive. Please note the following organizational features of
our document that will aid you in meeting your responsibility:

1. The table of contents is arranged according to the directions you provided in
May. A reader choosing to select sections of the document will know the page for
which the section begins by consulting the table of contents. With the complete
document available electronically, a reader can move the cursor over an endnote
marking to view in a pop up window the reviewer’s guide item that is addressed in
the paragraph, table, or sentence that follows.

2. We have inserted endnotes arranged according to the reviewer’s guides that
were sent to us late in May. Endnotes permit a reviewer to find the paragraph, table,
or sentence that addresses a specific item from the reviewer’s guide. With the
complete document available electronically, the reviewer choosing to use endnotes
would begin in the endnotes section of the document. By selecting the endnote with
the cursor, using the key next to the right hand control key the reviewer will be
taken directly to the paragraph, table, or sentence in the document that addresses
the item from the reviewer’s guide. Appendix L is a complete listing of the codes
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and reviewer guide items.

Whether reading from front to back or, using the endnotes, from back to front you will

find clear and convincing evidence of lowa’s commitment to all children learning more
and learning better.

We have provided opportunities for public input through the State Board meeting,
interaction with the Governor’s office, development of specific program actions across
public and private agencies, and through a public hearing over the lowa
Communication Network on June 10, 2002.

If I can be of further assistance, | can be reached by telephone at 515-281-3333 or by
email at judy.jeffrey@ed.state.ia.us.

Sincerely,

Gty Qe

Judy Jeffrey

Contact Person, NCLB

Division Administrator for Early Childhood,
Elementary and Secondary Education



NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND
(P.L. 107 - 334)

CONSOLIDATED APPLICATION

Submitted Electronically and by Post To

Marcia Kingman
U.S. Department of Education
400 Maryland Ave.
Washington, D.C. 20202-6400

By

IOWA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

—

Logo EPS copy

Mr. Ted Stilwill The Honorable Tom Vilsack Ms. Judy Jeffrey
Director Governor Division Administrator

June 12, 2002



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Part | — Goals and Indicators

Signatories 6
SEA Contacts for NCLB Programs 8
Goals and Indicators 8
Part 11 — State Activities to Implement NCLB
1a Timeline for Reading and Mathematics Standards 11
1b Timeline for Science Standards 12
1c Timeline for Development of Assessments 12
1d Academic Achievement Standards 17
1h Single Accountability system 18
li-k English Language Learners 23
2a Standard Process for awarding competitive sub-grants 27
Title I, Part B (Even Start) 28
Title I Part F (Comprehensive School Reform) 31
Title 11, Part A Teacher and Principal Training Subpart 3 31
Title 11 Part D (Enhancing Education Through Technology)-------------------- 32
Title IV Part A, Section 4112 (Safe and Drug Free Schools and
Communities — Reservation for the Governor) 35
Title IV Part A, Subpart 2, Section 4126 (Community Service) ------------------ 36
Title IV Part B (21% Century Learning Centers) 38
3 Monitor and Provide Staff Development to LEAS 41
4 Statewide System for support of Student Achievement 48
5 Title I Schoolwide 50
6. Coordination with Governor’s Office 54
7 Data Utilization to Determine Progress 56
Part 111 — Key Programmatic and Fiscal Information

1. Title I, Part A Improving Basic Programs 58
2 Title I, Part B, Subpart 3 — Even Start Family Literacy 59
3. Title I, Subpart C — Education of Migrant Children 60
4. Title I, Part D — Children and Youth Neglected and Delinquent 61
5. Title I, Part F — Comprehensive School Reform 62
6. Title 11, Part A — Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting Fund--------------- 63
7. Title 11, Part D — Enhancing Education Through Technology 64
8. Title 11, Part A — English Language Acquisition and Language Enhancement----- 70
9. Title IV, Part A — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities 71
10. Title IV, Part A, Subpart 1, Section 4112(a) — Safe and Drug Free Schools---------- 76

11. Title IV, Part A, Subpart 2, Section 4126 — Community Service for Suspended and
Expelled Students 76
12. Title 1V, Part B — 21% Century community Learning Centers 76
13 Title V, Part A — Innovative Programs 77
14, Title VI, Part A, Subpart 1, Section 6111 — State Assessment Formula Grants ----- 78
15. Title VI, Part B, Subpart 2 — Rural and Low-Income School Program ---------------- 79
GEPA 80
Unsafe School Choice Options 81
General Cross Cutting Assurances 81
Assurances 82




Transferability 87

APPENDICES

APPENDIX A: IOWA CODE Applicable to P.L. 107 — 334 88
APPENDIX B: IOWA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE Chapter 12 94
APPENDIX C: THE IOWA MODEL: AGREEMENT BETWEEN IOWA

Dept. of Education and U.S. Dept. of Education September 1997 ----------- 112
APPENDIX D: EVEN START 144
APPENDIX E: TEACHER QUALITY LEGISLATION IN IOWA CODE

And lowa Administrative Code 156
APPENDIX F: IOWA CODE AND IOWA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE

Applicable to Area Education Agency Accreditation 170
APPENDIX G: IOWA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE LICENSURE ----------------- 178
APPENDIX H: DISTRICT WIDE ASSESSMENT PLAN 197
APPENDIX I: IOWA COLLABORATIVE ASSESSMENT MODULES ----------- 213
APPENDIX J: LETTER TO SCHOOL DISTRICTS JUDY JEFFREY  ------------ 222

APPENDIX K:CHIEF STATE SCHOOL OFFICER SUGGESTED CRITERIA 230

APPENDIX L: REVIEWER’'S GUIDE CODED TO IOWA CONSOLIDATED
Application 234

ENDNOTES 253




Part | (Goals and Indicators)
Signatories

LUNSULIDALTED DS ITALELE AFFLICALTIUN = 31UNALUKE FAUWE

The State of Iowa hereby requests funds as authorized by section 9302 of the
ESEA for the programs selected and identified on the “List of Programs Included in this Consolidated
Application.”
l. Legal name of Applicant Agency (State Educational 2. D.UN.S. number: 808346555
Agency):

Iowa Department of Education

Taxpayer ID Number (TIN): 426004525

3.

Address (include zip): 4. Contact Person for Consolidated Application
Name: Judy Jeffrey
Grimes State Office Building

Des Mpines, Iowa 50319-0146 Position: Diwvision Administrator
Telephone:  515-281-3333

Fax: 515-281-7700

E-Mail: judy.jeffreyi@ed.state.ia.us

Is the applicant delinquent on any Federal debt? X No

Yes, explanation attached.

By signing this consolidated State application, the State certifies the following:

a. The following assurances and certifications covering the programs included in this Consolidated State
Application have been filed with the U.S. Department of Education (either as a part of this Application or through
another submission from the State):

i. Section 14303 and EDGAR. The assurances in Section 9304 (a) of the ESEA, and Section 76.104 of the

Education Department General Administrative Regulations (EDGAR)

ii. ESEA Program Assurances. Any assurances or certifications included in the statutes governing any
program included in this Application.

iii. Assurances and Certifications, Any assurances or certifications included in the Application under
“Assurances and Certifications.”

iv. Crosscutting. As applicable, the assurances in OMB Standard Form 424B (Government-wide
Assurances for Non-Construction Programs).

v. Lobbying: debarment/suspension; drug-free workplace. The three certifications in ED Form 80-0013
and 80-0014, relating to lobbying, debarment/suspension, and drug-free workplace. (For more
information, see 61 Fed. Reg. 1412 (01.19.96).)

b.  As of the date of submission of this Application, none of the facts have changed upon which those certifications
and assurances were made.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data are true and correct. The governing body of the applicant has duly authorized
the document and the applicant will comply with the assurances and certifications provided in this package if the assistance is
awarded.

Printed Name and Title of Authorized State/SEA b. Telephone: 515-281-3436
Representative: Fax: 515-281-4122

E-Mail: i 1w i
Ted Stilwill, Di s alll ted.stilwillped.state.ia.us

c.  Signature of Authorized Styre/SEA Representative: d. Date:
¥ ¢
o

OMB No. 1810-0576 5.07.2002
Expires 11.30.2002




Chief Executive Officer Cover Sheet

1. Legal Name of Applicant Agency (Chief Executive | 2. DUNS Number:

Office):
Office of the Governor 808345920
3. Address (including zip code): 4. Contact Person

MName: Janet Zwick

Position: Division Administrator, Iowa Dept. of Public
Health

Telephone: (515) 281-4417
Fax: (515) 281-4535
E-Mail Address: jzwick@idph.state.ia.us

State Capitol Building
1007 E. Grand
Des Moines, lowa 50319

5. Reservation of Funds:
20% _Indicate the amount the Governor wishes to reserve (up to 20%) of the total State SDFSCA State Grant allocation.

6. By signing this form the Governor certifies the following:

a, The following assurances and certifications covering the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities Act State Grants

program have been filed with the U.S. Department of Education (either as a part of this Application or through another

submission from the State):

i Section 14303 and EDGAR. The assurances in Section 9304(a) of the ESEA, and Section 76.104 of the Education

Department General Administrative Regulations (EDGAR).

ii. ESEA Program Assurances. Any assurances or certifications included in the statutes governing the Safe and Drug-Free

Schools and Communities Act State Grants program,

1. Assurances and Certification. Any assurances or certifications included in the Application under “Assurances and

Certifications,”

iv, Cross-Cutting. As applicable, the assurances in OMB Standard Form 424B (Governmeni-wide Assurances for Non-

Construction Programs.)v. Lobbying: debarment/suspension; drug-free workplace, The three certification in ED Form 80-

0013 and 80-0014, relating to lobbying, debarment/suspension, and drug-free workplace. (For more information, see 61 Fed.

Reg. 1412 (01.19.96.)

b.  As of the date of submission of this Application, none of the facts has changed upon which those certifications and
assurances were made,

7. To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data are true and correct. The governing body of the applicant has duly
authorized the document and the applicant will comply with the assurances and certification provided in this package if the
assistance is awarded.

8. Typed name of Chief Executive Officer 9. Telephone Number:
Thomas J. Vilsack (515) 281-5211

10. Signature of Chief Executive Officer 11. Date
M June 10, 2002

»,




ESEA PROGRAMS INCLUDED IN THE CONSOLIDATED STATE APPLICATION

requests funds for the programs indicated below:

Title I, Part A: Improving Basic Programs Operated by Local Educational Agencies
Title I, Part B, Subpart 3: Even Start Family Literacy

Title I, Part D: Prevention and Intervention Programs for Children and Youth Who Are

Title 11, Part A: Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting Fund

Title 11, Part D: Enhancing Education Through Technology
Title 111, Part A: English Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement, and Academic

Title 1V, Part A, Subpart 1: Safe and Drug Free Schools and Communities
Title 1V, Part A, Subpart 2: Community Service Grants
Title 1V, Part B: 21% Century Community Learning Centers

Title VI, Part A, Subpart 1, Section 6111: State Assessment Program

%2Title VI, Part A, Subpart 1, Section 6112: Enhanced Assessment Instruments Competitive

Checklist
The state of IOWA
_X_
_X_
__X_ Title I, Part C: Education of Migrant Children
_X_
Neglected, Delinquent, or At-Risk
X_ Title I, Part F: Comprehensive School Reform
X
X
X
Achievement
_X_
_X_
_X_
__X_ Title Vv, Part A: Innovative Programs
X
Grant Program
X

Title VI, Part B, Subpart 2: Rural and Low-Income Schools

SEA Contacts for ESEA Programs®?

ESEA Program Title SEA Program Contact
Name Phone E-mail address
Title I, Part A Paul Cahill 515-281-3944 paul.cahill@ed.state.ia.us
Title I, Part B, 3 Susan Andersen 515-281-4747 susan.andersen@ed.state.ia.us
Title I, Part C Donna Eggleston | 515-281-3999 | donna.eggleston@ed.state.ia.us
Title I, Part D Kara Weigel 515-281-0368 kara.weigel@ed.state.ia.us
Title I, Part F Jim Graeber 515-281-5663 jim.graeber@ed.state.ia.us
Title 11, Part A Dave Winans 515-281-4158 dave.winans@ed.state.ia.us
Title 11, Part D John O’Connell 515-242-6354 john.oconnell@ed.state.ia.us
Title 111, Part A Carmen Sosa 515-281-3805 carmen.sosa@ed.state.ia.us
Title 1V, Part A (SEA) Linda Miller 515-281-4705 | linda.miller@ed.state.ia.us
Title 1V, Part A Janet Zwick 515-281-4417 Jzwick@idph.state.ia.us
(Governor)
Title 1V, Part A, Subpart 2 Linda Miller 515-281-4705 | linda.miller@ed.state.ia.us
Title IV, Part B Janet Zwick 515-281-4417 Jzwick@idph.state.ia.us
Title V, Part A Lory Johnson 515-281-3145 lory.johnson@ed.state.ia.us
Title VI, Part A, Subpart 1, Tom Deeter 515-281-3517 tom.deeter@ed.state.ia.us
6111
Title VI, Part B, Subpart 2 Mary Beth 515-281-3160 marybeth.schroederfracek@ed.st
Schroeder Fracek ate.ia.us




Part I: Goals and Indicators

A. No Child Left Behind (NCLB) goals

2.1 °“No Child Left Behind (NCLB) goals

The lowa Department of Education (IDE) has established the United States
Department of Education (USDE) five NCLB performance goals for the state. The
department will also present, for the State Board of Education’s consideration and
approval, the NCLB five performance goals at the August 1 and 2, 2002, meeting.

B. Indicators

2.2 % Indicators

The IDE will collect and report the data required for all twelve of the USDE
performance indicators at the times specified within the goal and indicator
statements.

C. State of lowa additional goals and indicators:

%6The state of lowa has mandated, through legislation, the following performance
indicators for the state and school districts to report through state and local report
cards.

21. Develop and adopt rules by July 1, 1999, incorporating accountability for student achievement
into the standards and accreditation process described in section 256.11. The rules shall provide
for all of the following:

b) A set of core academic indicators in mathematics and reading in grades four, eight, and
eleven, a set of core academic indicators in science in grades eight and eleven, and another set
of core indicators that includes, but is not limited to, graduation rate, postsecondary
education, and successful employment in lowa. Annually, the department shall report state
data for each indicator in the condition of education report. [IC 256.7(21)(a)(b)]

In keeping with this mandate of the lowa Legislature, the State Board of Education
has adopted administrative rules to implement this section of lowa Code:

(3) State indicators. A school or school district shall collect data on the following indicators for
reporting purposes:

(1) The percentage of all fourth, eighth, and eleventh grade students achieving proficient or higher
reading status using at least three achievement levels and by gender, race, socioeconomic
status, students with disabilities, and other subgroups as required by state or federal law.

(2) The percentage of all fourth, eighth, and eleventh grade students achieving proficient or higher
mathematics status using at least three achievement levels and for gender, race, socioeconomic
status, students with disabilities, and other subgroups as required by state or federal law.

(3) The percentage of all eighth and eleventh grade students achieving proficient or higher science
status using at least three achievement levels.

9



(4) The percentage of students considered as dropouts for grades 7 to 12 by gender, race, students
with disabilities, and other subgroups as required by state or federal law.

(5) The percentage of high school seniors who intend to pursue postsecondary education/training.

(6) The percentage of high school students achieving a score or status on a measure indicating
probable postsecondary success. This measure should be the measure used by the majority of
students in the school, school district, or attendance center who plan to attend a postsecondary
institution.

(7) The percentage of high school graduates who complete a core program of four years of English-
language arts and three or more years each of mathematics, science, and social studies. [IAC
12.8(3)]

%"The IDE will align the current required state reporting requirements, to the extent
possible, with the 12 performance indicators required under NCLB, thus ensuring that
school districts recognize the alignment between federal and state policy. °°If there are
any NCLB indicators that cannot be aligned with the state required report card for the
public school districts, the department will collect the additional data under federal
program guidelines for reporting to the USDE.

. The IDE will submit targets and baseline data for the USDE indicators that are related
to Annual Yearly Progress (AYP) which are outlined in the rules and regulations
promulgated by the USDE by May 2003. The lowa Department of Education will
submit targets and baseline data for USDE indicators that are not related to AYP by
September 2003.

10



Part 11: State Activities

Standards, Assessments & Accountability

l.a. Timeline for reading and mathematics standards.

2lowa complies with the NCLB legislation as permitted in Sec. 1111. State Plans (b) (5).
No Child Left Behind stipulates the following eligibility for waiver from adoption of
standards and assessment of the standards listed in NCLB:

P.L. 107-334 No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Section 1111(b)(5):
“(5) STATE AUTHORITY:- If a State educational agency provides
evidence, which is satisfactory to the Secretary, that neither the State
educational agency nor any other State government official, agency, or
entity has sufficient authority, under State law, to adopt curriculum content
and student academic achievement standards, and academic assessments
aligned with such academic standards, which will be applicable to all
students enrolled in the State's public elementary schools and secondary
schools, then the State educational agency may meet the requirements of
this subsection by--
“(A) adopting academic standards and academic assessments that meet
the requirements of this subsection, on a statewide basis, and limiting
their applicability to students served under this part; or
*(B) adopting and implementing policies that ensure that each local
educational agency in the State that receives grants under this part will
adopt curriculum content and student academic achievement
standards, and academic assessments aligned with such standards,
which--
“(i) meet all of the criteria in this subsection and any regulations
regarding such standards and assessments that the Secretary may
publish; and
“(ii) are applicable to all students served by each such local educational
agency.

lowa’s adoption and implementation of policies that accompany lowa Code and lowa
Administrative Code (See Appendix A, lowa Code Applicable to P.L. 107-334 (256.11
(10)(11)(12)) and Appendix B, [lowa Administrative Code Applicable to P.L. 107-334,
(12.8 (1)(2)(3)(4)(5)(6)(7)) ensures that each local school board in the State adopt content
standards in reading, mathematics and science. All local districts in lowa have locally
established and local board approved reading and mathematics content standards. Each
local district and nonpublic school has filed a Comprehensive School Improvement Plan
(CSIP) with the lowa Department of Education that contains its local K-12 content
standards in reading, mathematics, and science. Content standards were also reviewed
for clarity, rigor, and quality through the use of a criteria matrix provided by the state
department. The criteria selected by the department were based on criteria suggested by
the Council of Chief State School Officers (Appendix K). The review of the local
standards according to the criteria is on file with the state department of education. A
team comprised of Department and area education agency (AEA) staff reviewed each
CSIP to assure that each school district has met the Code requirements.

11



lowa school districts are currently required to have challenging reading and mathematics
standards for students in grades 3 — 8. If districts have not already disseminated grade-
level expectations for reading/language are and mathematics for grades 3 — 8 because
their standards currently cover more than one grade level, they will be required to do so
by May, 2003.

lowa Administrative Code requires public school districts to prepare, in consultation
with teachers and citizens, a CSIP every five years and to implement that plan through
the daily practices in each school and classroom. Each school district’s accreditation is
dependent upon compliance with this requirement and the accompanying requirements
for annual progress reports (APR) of student progress toward the academic goals
established by the CSIP.

1.b. Timeline for Science Standards

lowa school districts are currently required to have challenging science standards for
students. If districts have not already disseminated grade-level expectations for
science for grades 3 through 8 because their standards currently cover more than one
grade level, they will be required to do so by May 2006. 1PThe State Board of
Education will discuss and decide in the fall of 2002 whether or not to stipulate a
particular elementary grade or to allow local board action on the grade or grades at
the elementary level. Each school district will be required to submit evidence of
these standards to the lowa Department of Education by September 2007.

1.c. Timeline for Development of Assessments

The waiver of standards and assessment of standards available to states and discussed in
section 1.a. of this document is also applicable to the development of assessments.

lowa’s adoption and implementation of policies accompany the lowa Code and the lowa
Administrative Code (See Appendix A, lowa Code Applicable to P.L. 107-334 (256.11
(10)(11)(12)) and Appendix B, lowa Administrative Code Applicable to P.L. 107-334,
(12.8 (1)(2)(3)(4)(5)(6)(7)) ensure that each local school board in the State provides for
the districtwide assessment for all students aligned and that these assessments are aligned
with the district content standards. They also establish at least three performance levels
for reading and mathematics in grades 4, 8, and 11 and science in grades 8 and 11. The
applicable section of IAC follows:

12.8(1)

f. Assessment of student progress. Each school or school district shall include in its
comprehensive school improvement plan provisions for districtwide assessment of student
progress for all students. The plan shall identify valid and reliable student assessments
aligned with local content standards. These assessments are not limited to commercially
developed measures. School districts receiving early intervention funding described in subrule
12.5(18) shall provide for diagnostic reading assessments for Kindergarten through grade 3
students as described in 1999 lowa Acts, House File 743.

(1) State indicators. Using at least one districtwide assessment, a school or school district
shall assess student progress on the state indicators in, but not limited to, reading,
mathematics, and science as specified in subrule 12.8(3). At least one districtwide
assessment shall allow for, but not be limited to, the comparison of the school or school
district’s students with students from across the state and in the nation in reading,

12



mathematics, and science. A school or school district shall use additional assessments to
measure progress on locally determined content standards in at least reading,
mathematics, and science.

(2) Performance levels. A school or school district shall establish at least three performance
levels on at least one districtwide valid and reliable assessment in the areas of reading
and mathematics for at least grades 4, 8, and 11 and science in grades 8 and 11 or use
the achievement levels as established by the lowa Testing Program to meet the intent of
this subparagraph (2).

12.8(3)

Annual progress report. Each school or school district shall submit an annual progress report

to its local community, its respective area education agency, and the department. That report

shall be submitted to the department by September 15, 2000, and by September 15 every
year thereafter. The report shall include, but not be limited to, the following information:

(1) Baseline data on at least one districtwide assessment for the state indicators described in
subrule 12.8(3). Every year thereafter the school or school district shall compare the
annual data collected with the baseline data. A school or school district is not required to
report to the community about subgroup assessment results when a subgroup contains
fewer than ten students at a grade level. A school or school district shall report
districtwide assessment results for all enrolled and tuitioned-in students.

(2) Locally determined performance levels for at least one districtwide assessment in, at a
minimum, the areas of reading, mathematics, and science. Student achievement levels as
defined by the lowa Testing Program may be used to fulfill this requirement.

(3) Long-range goals to improve student achievement in the areas of, but not limited to,
reading, mathematics, and science.

(4) Annual improvement goals based on at least one districtwide assessment in, at a
minimum, the areas of reading, mathematics, and science. One annual improvement goal
may address all areas, or individual annual improvement goals for each area may be
identified. When a school or school district does not meet its annual improvement goals
for one year, it shall include in its annual progress report the actions it will take to meet
annual improvement goals for the next school year.

(5) Data on multiple assessments for reporting achievement for all students in the areas of
reading and mathematics by September 15, 2001, and for science by September 15,
2003.

(6) Results by individual attendance centers, as appropriate, on the state indicators as stated
in subrule12.8(3) and any other locally determined factors or indicators. An attendance
center, for reporting purposes, is a building that houses students in grade 4 or grade 8 or
grade 11.

(7) Progress with the use of technology as required by lowa Code section 295.3. This
requirement does not apply to accredited nonpublic schools.

(8) School districts are encouraged to provide information on the reading proficiency of
kindergarten through grade 3 students by grade level. However, all school districts
receiving early intervention block grant funds shall report to the department the progress
toward achieving their early intervention goals.

(9) Other reports of progress as the director of the department requires and other reporting
requirements as the result of federal and state program consolidation.

Currently, each lowa student in grade levels (4, 8, 11) is assessed to determine his/her
proficiency in reading and mathematics. All public schools in lowa voluntarily select, as
one of the districtwide assessment measures, the lowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) and the
lowa Tests of Educational Development (ITED). Their level of achievement on the
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ITBS and the ITED is determined according to the achievement levels established by the
IDE and USDE. The results of these assessments are also analyzed in terms of groups
disaggregated by gender, race, socioeconomic status, English Language Learner (ELL),
migrant population and special education eligibility. (See Appendix C, The lowa Model).
The achievement levels of lowa students are consistently in the top 10 of all states’
achievement levels.

All 371 local public school districts administer an assessment that has both state and
national norms at grades 4, 8, and 11 in reading and mathematics, and grades 8 and 11 in
science. They must also have at least one additional assessment measure for each of
these content areas. Examples of these include New Standards Reference Exams, locally
developed criterion-referenced assessments, ACT Work Keys and lowa Collaborative
Assessment Modules (ICAM). (See the description in 1c. p.12 for ICAM.) Currently,
367 buildings in 136 districts use these modules. Any districtwide measure that is used to
determine progress on annual improvement goals (adequate yearly progress) must have
at least three performance levels and report by the required sub-groups.

In addition, in September 2001, all school districts in lowa submitted to the lowa
Department of Education a “Standards Coverage Matrix.” This matrix was submitted to
the lowa Department of Education to demonstrate districtwide assessment coverage of
locally developed standards in reading and mathematics (see Appendix H “Districtwide
Assessment Plan). Area education agencies in lowa have been conducting workshops for
local districts across the state to assist them in accurate alignment between their
standards and assessments. Training was conducted for AEA), the lowa Department of
Education, and local personnel in alignment between assessments and standards as part
of the development of the ICAM (see Appendix | “lowa Collaborative Assessment
Modules”). In addition, students who do not participate in the general districtwide
assessment program are required to participate in the district’s alternate assessment. This
alternate assessment process is aligned with the local district standards in reading and
mathematics.

Local school districts that did not submit the required standards coverage information to
the lowa Department of Education were cited as being out of compliance and required
to make necessary corrections within 30 days.

All lowa school districts will be required to assess reading and mathematics standards in
the additional grades required by NCLB. They will be required to submit evidence of
this assessment and alignment to local standards to the lowa Department of Education
by September 2006. The State Board of Education will discuss and decide in the fall of
2002 whether or not to stipulate a particular elementary grade or to allow local board
action on the grade or grades at the elementary level for science assessment required
under NCLB. The school districts will be required to submit evidence for science

assessment and alignment to local standards by September 2008.
lci
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Timeline for LEA Assessments

Subject Grades Administer By | Submit Evidence By
Math 4,8, 11 current

Math 3,56,7,9 2005-2006 December 2006
Rdg/LA 4,8, and 11 current

Rdg/LA 356,79, 2005-2006 December 2006
Science 8 11 current

Science One grade level from elementary (3-5), | 2007-2008 December 2008

The lowa Department of Education has established a timeline outlining a schedule for
completion of activities to meet standards, assessment, and accountability requirements
as part of the lowa Title I Final Assessment Plan that was submitted to the USDE in
October 2000. The Title I final assessment plan addresses the review process of locally
developed standards by the lowa Department of Education using criteria adapted from
the Council of Chief State School Officer Organization (CCSSO).

Technical assistance provided by the department of education and AEAs to assist LEAS
in assessment practices.

Even though lowa school districts are required by state law to develop districtwide
assessment systems, the lowa Department of Education has, and will continue to
provide, assistance in the development of technically sound districtwide assessments.
Examples of this technical assistance include the following:

a. lowa school districts have the opportunity to utilize additional assessments that
were developed cooperatively by AEAs with the Department of Education. These
assessment modules were the result of a carefully executed strategy to minimize
redundancy with ITBS/ ITED and create coherence with school district standards
in reading and mathematics. These lowa Collaborative Assessment Modules
(ICAM) are stand-alone assessments that can be used to meet state requirements
for multiple measures. Each module has been designed to align with a content
standard in either mathematics or reading. Districts can independently determine
which assessment module(s) they will administer as part of their districtwide
assessment system. Further information about the ICAM can be obtained from
http://www.iowaaea.org/icam/welcome.html

b. The lowa Department of Education has already worked with the lowa Testing
Programs to assure reporting of student data grouped by race, ethnicity, gender,
disability status, migrant status, ELL, and economic status as stipulated in 1111

(MA)C)).

c. With the reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA)
the need to ensure all lowa districts have local districtwide assessments that
demonstrate acceptable technical adequacy is imperative. A request for proposal
(RFP) to assist the Department of Education in meeting these requirements has
been issued. The purpose of this request is to solicit proposals from experienced
vendors or individuals with assessment expertise to develop training documents,
organize training, and implement regional training in the State of lowa to
document the technical adequacy of districtwide assessments and the alignment of
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the local districtwide assessments with local standards and benchmarks. Although
this work will be organized and implemented from an external source other than
the Department, the intent is that the Department’s Cross Bureau Assessment
Team will assist in the refinement and implementation of all documents and
subsequent trainings.

Through ESEA, the federal government appropriated additional funds to assist
states in improving their assessment systems to meet the federal requirements. In
lowa, a refined assessment system with documented technical adequacy and
alignment will assist teachers, administrators, parents, and community stakeholders
in making decisions regarding the implementation of structured school
improvement that impact all students. With this in mind, the Department of
Education will continue to assist districts in refining and determining their local
districtwide assessment system, that includes alternate assessment and multiple
measures, will provide valid and reliable data that determines district students
proficiency levels for content standards. Participants will continue to develop the
capacity to implement the processes necessary to ensure technically adequate
districtwide assessment, accountability and evaluation systems. In order to refine
this system of technical assistance, the department has issued a RFP. This RFP is
intended to align the work of the local districts with the guidelines specified in the
Peer Reviewer Guidance for Evaluating Evidence of Final Assessments Under
Title 1 of the Elementary and Secondary Act (USDE, Nov. 1999). Specifically,
participants will:
1. Acquire knowledge of concepts of alignment of assessments to standards and
benchmarks and instruction.
2. Acquire knowledge of concepts of technical adequacy
Validity
Reliability
Fairness
Apply concepts of alignment during training
Apply concepts of technical adequacy during training
Reliability
Validity
Fairness
5. Apply concepts of alignment to district assessment systems
6. Apply concepts of technical adequacy to district assessment systems
Reliability
Validity
Fairness
7. Evaluate districtwide assessment and accountability systems
- Examine district assessment and accountability systems for alignment
Examine district assessment and accountability systems for technical
adequacy
Make recommendations for change in the system based on the results
of the examination
Implement any needed actions to produce an aligned, districtwide
assessment system with technical adequacy.
8. Continue to evaluate appropriateness of the district assessment system and
implement change in that system as needed to maintain alignment and
technical adequacy.

> ow
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This proposal process will ensure that the implementation of assessment requirements
for NCLB will occur in a timely manner. The table within the RFP lists the major
milestones for this implementation:
Activity Deadline
Intent to Apply 6/14/02
Deadline for receipt of questions related to the | 6/21/02
Request for Proposal

Receipt of proposal 6/24/02

Notification of award 7/15/02

Complete training documents November 2002

Finalize training arrangements November 2002

Conduct training January through May 2002

Complete evaluation of training and submita | December 2003
project report

1.d. Academic achievement standards

Although lowa does not have a mandatory state assessment system, all school districts
voluntarily select the use of the ITBS and the ITED as a standardized test measure used
to assess student performance. These assessment measures are at least one of the
districtwide measures required by lowa Code. The department has worked with the
lowa Testing Programs to establish performance levels for grades 4, 8, and 11 in reading
and mathematics and grades 8 and 11 in science. Schools and school districts in lowa
have been required to report student achievement in performance levels since 1997-98
and this will be expanded easily to meet the additional grade levels required by NCLB.

The lowa Testing Programs defined these performance levels through the establishment
of an achievement level report system for the ITBS and the ITED. One report is for
mathematics based on the ITBS Mathematics Total Scores or the ITED Quantitative
Thinking Scores. A second report for reading is based on the ITBS Reading
Comprehension Scores or the ITED Reading Comprehension.

The national percentile rank score scale was partitioned in two ways to render two sets
of achievement levels. For the first set, achievement levels will be defined by the
percentile-rank groupings 1-40, 41-89, 90-99. The baseline performance is established
through nationally representative groups who were tested in the spring of 2000. These
three regions have similarities with the reporting requirements for Title I: Achievement
reported as Less-than-Proficient, Proficient, and Advanced. For the Achievement Level
Report that is reported to each school and school district using the lowa Testing
Programs, these three regions have been labeled as Low Performance, Intermediate
Performance, and High Performance.

The set of three achievement levels are useful for meeting state/federal reporting
responsibilities of local school districts, but they were deemed by the lowa Testing
Programs to be too broad for allowing districts to monitor local achievement to
determine just where changes were or were not being made within the full achievement
range. Consequently, an expanded set of regions were defined that would allow for
greater precision in viewing the changes of achievement of student subgroups within
local districts. Essentially, each of three regions noted above was subdivided into a pair
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of regions to form a six-level system. Corresponding labels were attached to these
particular labels: Weak, Marginal, Moderate, Skilled, Accomplished, and Distinguished.

For both sets of achievement level labels, names used for Title I and those used by the
National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) were avoided intentionally.
Because this achievement level benchmarking approach does not build performance
standards into it as do those used by some states for Title | or for those used by NAEP,
unique names for lowa achievement levels were important for reducing possible
inappropriate comparisons across reporting systems.

“The lowa Department of Education will continue to work with the lowa Testing
Programs to establish achievement levels for the remaining grades and content areas
required by NCLB. Student data will be available to establish the achievement levels for
the remaining grade levels as the number of students already tested in lowa is such that
an adequate sample is available to the lowa Testing Programs to assist in the
establishment of the levels. The reading and mathematics levels will be established by
the school year of 2005-2006. The science levels will be established by December 2006.
lowa will use the ITBS and the ITED to determine the AYP performance for the state
in reading, mathematics, and science. All school districts will use districtwide assessment
measures beyond the ITBS and ITED for determining Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)
in reading, mathematics, and science will be required to establish performance levels that
are commensurate with the achievement levels of ITBS and ITED at the same time that
the state is required to establish such achievement levels with the lowa Testing
Programs, i.e. reading and mathematics during the school year of 2005-2006 and science
by December, 2006. The state will continue to provide technical assistance to school
districts to help in determining appropriate cut scores and achievement levels for local
districtwide assessments.

le. Adequate yearly progress (AYP) — starting point

The state of lowa will submit the data elements and procedures for calculations for AYP
according to the rules and regulations promulgated by the USDE in June 2002.

1f. State definition of AYP

By January 31, 2003, the state of lowa will provide the State’s definition of adequate
yearly progress to the USDE.

1g. Disaggregated information

By January 31, 2003, the state of lowa will identify the minimum number of students
that the State has determined based on sound statistical methodology, to be sufficient to
yield statistically reliable information for each purpose for which disaggregated data are
used and justify this determination. This response will be consistent with the final
regulations of the USDE.

1.h Single accountability system
In lowa, all school districts are held accountable for student learning through the

processes established in lowa Code. Each school district must establish content
standards, align assessments with these standards, and report to their community and the
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state in a consistent manner the results of student learning. In addition, each school
district must administer a districtwide assessment measure that can compare the district
students to other students in lowa and in the nation. The measures that have been
selected by the districts are the ITBS and the ITED. The results from school level,
district level, and state level achievement allow the school, district, and state to analyze
the progress of their students in relation to the state performance indicators. This will
permit application to the performance indicators for AYP purposes established by
NCLB. Thus, lowa will use the ITBS and the ITED as the state measure for determining
adequate yearly progress. The achievement levels as described in 1d will be used to
determine proficiency of students and the percentage of students attaining proficiency.
Any measures that a local school district may use, in addition to the ITBS and the ITED,
to determine AYP must meet the technical adequacy requirements established by the
state and must report student results by at least three performance levels and by the
required subgroups. The voluntary selected achievement measures (ITBS/ITED) allows
the state to annually determine that local school district selected districtwide assessments
are sufficiently rigorous.

This accountability system has been established through lowa law and through the
collaborative work with the USDE. In September 1997, the lowa Department of
Education and representatives of the USDE forged an agreement hereafter referred to as
the “lowa Model.” (See Appendix C.) The lowa Model provides lowa the opportunity to
continue to demonstrate the local control values that have created a strong educational
system within the state, while at the same time meeting the requirements of the
Improving America Schools Act of 1994. This strong educational system has been
demonstrated to be effective through the continued high achievement of lowa students.
The system continually works to improve itself through local accountability and state
oversight.

Before the lowa Model could be agreed upon, representatives for USDE and the Title |
program closely examined the relationship between federal requirements and lowa
accreditation standards. Both pieces focused on high expectations for student
achievement especially in the areas of reading and mathematics. The federal legislation
asked that states establish content and performance standards, while lowa placed this
responsibility on local districts.

lowa Code and lowa Administrative Law determine that the accountability for student
learning resides with a local school board and local school district. The state department
of education and the State Board is required to monitor that each school board and
school district takes their responsibility for improving student learning seriously and
continually plan to decrease the student achievement gap and improve learning for all
students. Thus, the state again cites P.L 107-334 for the actions the state plans to take to
implement NCLB.

P.L. 107-334 No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Section 1111(b)(5):
"(5) STATE AUTHORITY- If a State educational agency provides evidence, which is
satisfactory to the Secretary, that neither the State educational agency nor any other State
government official, agency, or entity has sufficient authority, under State law, to adopt
curriculum content and student academic achievement standards, and academic assessments
aligned with such academic standards, which will be applicable to all students enrolled in
the State's public elementary schools and secondary schools, then the State educational
agency may meet the requirements of this subsection by--
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“(A) adopting academic standards and academic assessments that meet the
requirements of this subsection, on a statewide basis, and limiting their applicability
to students served under this part; or
*(B) adopting and implementing policies that ensure that each local educational agency
in the State that receives grants under this part will adopt curriculum content and
student academic achievement standards, and academic assessments aligned with such
standards, which--

“(i) meet all of the criteria in this subsection and any regulations regarding such

standards and assessments that the Secretary may publish; and

“(ii) are applicable to all students served by each such local educational agency.

lowa law requires each school district and board to establish a CSIP that incorporates
the content and performance standards and the assessments required by NCLB. There
is a process for involvement of local stakeholders, plan development, and accountability
goals as determined through lowa Administrative Code.

"lowa Administrative Code provides for specific guidance to lowa school districts for

the process to be used at the local level that includes accountability for student

achievement results.
1A11281—12.8(256) Accountability for student achievement. Schools and school
districts shall meet the following accountability requirements for increased student achievement.
Area education agencies shall provide technical assistance as required by 281—72.7(273).
12.8(1) Comprehensive school improvement. The general accreditation standards are minimum,
uniform requirements. However, the department encourages schools and school districts to go beyond
the minimum with their work toward ongoing improvement. As a means to this end, local
comprehensive school improvement plans shall be specific to a school or school district and designed,
at a minimum, to increase the learning, achievement, and performance of all students. As a part of
ongoing improvement in its educational system, the board shall adopt a written comprehensive school
improvement plan designed for continuous school, parental, and community involvement in the
development and monitoring of a plan that is aligned with school or school district determined needs.
The plan shall incorporate, to the extent possible, the consolidation of federal and state planning,
goal setting, and reporting requirements. The plan shall contain, but is not limited to, the following
components:
a.  Community involvement.

(1) Local community. The school or school district shall involve the local community in
decisionmaking processes as appropriate. The school or school district shall seek input from
the local community about, but not limited to, the following elements at least once every five
years:

1. Statement of philosophy, beliefs, mission, or vision;
2. Major educational needs; and
3. Student learning goals.

(2) School improvement advisory committee. To meet requirements of lowa Code section
280.12(2), the board shall appoint and charge a school improvement advisory committee
to make recommendations to the board. Based on the committee members’ analysis of the
needs assessment data, they shall make recommendations to the board about the following
components:

1. Major educational needs;

2. Student learning goals; and

3. Long-range goals that include, but are not limited to, the state indicators that address
reading, mathematics, and science achievement.
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(3)

At least annually, the school improvement advisory committee shall also make

recommendations to the board with regard to, but not limited to, the following:

1. Progress achieved with the annual improvement goals for the state indicators that
address reading, mathematics, and science in subrule 12.8(3);

2. Progress achieved with other locally determined core indicators; and

3 Annual improvement goals for the state indicators that address reading, mathematics,
and science achievement.

h. Data collection, analysis, and goal setting.

(1)

Policy. The board shall adopt a policy for conducting ongoing and long-range needs
assessment processes. This policy shall ensure involvement of and communication with the
local community regarding its expectations for adequate preparation for all students as
responsible citizens and successful wage earners. The policy shall include provisions for
keeping the local community regularly informed of progress on state indicators as described
in subrule 12.8(3), other locally determined indicators within the comprehensive school
improvement plan as required by lowa Code section 280.12, and the methods a school
district will use to inform Kindergarten through grade 3 parents of their individual child’s
performance biannually as described in 1999 lowa Acts, House File 743. The policy
shall describe how the school or school district shall provide opportunities for local
community feedback on an ongoing basis.
Long-range data collection and analysis. The long-range needs assessment process shall
include provisions for collecting, analyzing, and reporting information derived from local,
state, and national sources. The process shall include provisions for reviewing information
acquired over time on the following:
1. State indicators and other locally determined indicators;
2. Locally established student learning goals; and
3. Specific data collection required by federal and state programs.
Schools and school districts shall also collect information about additional factors
influencing student achievement which may include, but are not limited to,
demographics, attitudes, health, and other risk factors.
Long-range goals. The board, with input from its school improvement advisory committee,
shall adopt long-range goals to improve student achievement in at least the areas of
reading, mathematics, and science.
Annual data collection and analysis. The ongoing needs assessment process shall include
provisions for collecting and analyzing annual assessment data on the state indicators,
other locally determined indicators, and locally established student learning goals.
Annual improvement goals. The board, with input from its school improvement advisory
committee, shall adopt annual improvement goals based on data from at least one
districtwide assessment. The goals shall describe desired annual increase in the curriculum
areas of, but not limited to, mathematics, reading, and science achievement for all students,
for particular subgroups of students, or both. Annual improvement goals may be set for the
early intervention program as described in subrule 12.5(18), other state indicators, locally
determined indicators, locally established student learning goals, other curriculum areas,
future student employability, or factors influencing student achievement.

¢. Content standards and benchmarks.

(1)

(2

Policy. The board shall adopt a policy outlining its procedures for developing,
implementing, and evaluating its total curriculum. The policy shall describe a process for
establishing content standards, benchmarks, performance levels, and annual improvement
goals aligned with needs assessment information.

Content standards and benchmarks. The board shall adopt clear, rigorous, and
challenging content standards and benchmarks in reading, mathematics, and science to
guide the learning of students from the date of school entrance until high school graduation.
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Standards and benchmarks may be adopted for other curriculum areas defined in 281—
Chapter 12, Division V. The comprehensive school improvement plan submitted to the
department shall contain, at a minimum, content standards for reading, mathematics, and
science. The educational program as defined in 281—Chapter 12, Division I, shall
incorporate career education, multicultural and gender fair education, technology
integration, global education, higher-order thinking skills, learning skills, and
communication skills as outlined in subrules 12.5(7), 12.5(8), 12.5(10), and 12.5(11),
and subparagraph 12.8(1)“c”(1).

d. Determination and implementation of actions to meet the needs. The comprehensive school
improvement plan shall include actions the school or school district shall take districtwide in
order to accomplish its long-range and annual improvement goals as required in lowa Code
section 280.12(1)“h.”

(1) Actions shall include, but are not limited to, addressing the improvement of curricular and
instructional practices to attain the long-range goals, annual improvement goals, and the
early intervention goals as described in subrule 12.5(18).

(2) A school or school district shall document consolidation of state and federal resources and
requirements, as appropriate, to implement the actions in its comprehensive school
improvement plan. State and federal resources shall be used, as applicable, to support
implementation of the plan.

(3) A school or school district may have building-level action plans, aligned with its
comprehensive school improvement plan. These may be included in the comprehensive school
improvement plan or kept on file at the local level.

e.  Evaluation of the comprehensive school improvement plan. A school or school district shall
develop strategies to collect data and information to determing if the plan has accomplished the
goals for which it was established.

f. Assessment of student progress. Each school or school district shall include in its comprehensive
school improvement plan provisions for districtwide assessment of student progress for all
students. The plan shall identify valid and reliable student assessments aligned with local
content standards. These assessments are not limited to commercially developed measures.
School districts receiving early intervention funding described in subrule 12.5(18) shall provide
for diagnostic reading assessments for Kindergarten through grade 3 students as described in
1999 lowa Acts, House File 743.

(1) State indicators. Using at least one districtwide assessment, a school or school district shall
assess student progress on the state indicators in, but not limited to, reading, mathematics,
and science as specified in subrule 12.8(3). At least one districtwide assessment shall
allow for, but not be limited to, the comparison of the school or school district’s students
with students from across the state and in the nation in reading, mathematics, and science.
A school or school district shall use additional assessments to measure progress on locally
determined content standards in at least reading, mathematics, and science.

(2) Performance levels. A school or school district shall establish at least three performance
levels on at least one districtwide valid and reliable assessment in the areas of reading and
mathematics for at least grades 4, 8, and 11 and science in grades 8 and 11 or use the
achievement levels as established by the lowa Testing Program to meet the intent of this
subparagraph (2).

g.  Assurances and support. A school or school district shall provide evidence that its board has
approved and supports the five-year comprehensive school improvement plan and any future
revisions of that plan. This assurance includes the commitment for ongoing improvement of the
educational system.

12.8(2) Submission of a comprehensive school improvement plan. A school or school district shall
submit to the department and respective area education agency a multiyear comprehensive school
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improvement plan on or before September 15, 2000. Beginning July 1, 2001, a school or school
district shall submit a revised five-year comprehensive school improvement plan by September 15 of
the school year following the comprehensive site visit specified in lowa Code section 256.11 which
incorporates, when appropriate, areas of improvement noted by the school improvement visitation
team as described in subrule 12.8(4). A school or school district may, at any time, file a revised
comprehensive school improvement plan with the department and respective area education agency.

12.8(3) Annual reporting requirements. A school or school district shall, at minimum, report
annually to its local community about the progress on the state indicators and other locally
determined indicators.

a. State indicators. A school or school district shall collect data on the following indicators for
reporting purposes:

(1) The percentage of all fourth, eighth, and eleventh grade students achieving proficient or
higher reading status using at least three achievement levels and by gender, race,
socioeconomic status, students with disabilities, and other subgroups as required by state or
federal law.

(2) The percentage of all fourth, eighth, and eleventh grade students achieving proficient or
higher mathematics status using at least three achievement levels and for gender, race,
socioeconomic status, students with disabilities, and other subgroups as required by state or
federal law.

(3) The percentage of all eighth and eleventh grade students achieving proficient or higher
science status using at least three achievement levels.

(4) The percentage of students considered as dropouts for grades 7 to 12 by gender, race,
students with disabilities and other subgroups as required by state or federal law.

(5) The percentage of high school seniors who intend to pursue postsecondary
education/training.

(6) The percentage of high school students achieving a score or status on a measure indicating
probable postsecondary success. This measure should be the measure used by the majority
of students in the school, school district, or attendance center who plan to attend a
postsecondary institution.

(7) The percentage of high school graduates who complete a core program of four years of
English-language arts and three or more years each of mathematics, science, and social
studies.

b.  Annual progress report. Each school or school district shall submit an annual progress report to
its local community, its respective area education agency, and the department. That report shall
be submitted to the department by September 15, 2000, and by September 15 every year
thereafter. The report shall include, but not be limited to, the following information:

(1) Baseline data on at least one districtwide assessment for the state indicators described in
subrule 12.8(3). Every year thereafter the school or school district shall compare the
annual data collected with the baseline data. A school or school district is not required to
report to the community about subgroup assessment results when a subgroup contains fewer
than ten students at a grade level. A school or school district shall report districtwide
assessment results for all enrolled and tuitioned-in students.

(2) Locally determined performance levels for at least one districtwide assessment in, at a
minimum, the areas of reading, mathematics, and science. Student achievement levels as
defined by the lowa Testing Program may be used to fulfill this requirement.

The voluntary common measures (ITBS/ITED) represent a comparability index, as well

as for State AYP determination (much like the USDE will utilize NAEP as a
confirmatory instrument). This voluntary common measure will then be utilized to
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address comparability issues across local education agencies (LEASs). LEAs will utilize
additional assessment measures (multiple approaches and formats) and other data to add
to the information available for diagnostic, instructional, evaluation, and accountability
purposes in reporting results to their communities and to the State. Districts will be
required under NCLB to establish a single accountability system using both their norm-
referenced measures and locally selected districtwide multiple measures aligned to local
content standards to determine progress of student for AYP. Although ITBS and ITED
are norm-referenced measures, for AYP accountability purposes and alignment with
standards, the assessments are used as criterion-referenced measures. Thus, the
processes established for student achievement accountability, according to the statues of
lowa, comply with a single accountability system for all LEASs in the state and for state
accountability purposes for NCLB.

1. i Languages present, assessment available, additional languages, source of data

The table, which follows, shows the current (2000 — 2001) listing of primary languages
and corresponding student enrollment in lowa schools. Columns two and three show
primary language student enrollment for school years 1985-1986 and 1999-2000. The
increased number of lowa students with non-English primary language is clearly evident.
One can also discern a sense of the changes of student enrollment within each primary
language.

LimiTED ENGLISH PROFICIENT STUDENT PRIMARY LANGUAGES

FOR PK-12 lowa PusLic AND NONPUBLIC STUDENTS
Perc

ent of Total
Year LEP
Students
Primary Language 1985-1986 1999-2000 2000-2001
2000-2001
Spanish 807 6,187 7,128
62.3%
Vietnamese 439 760 768 6.7
Serbo-Croatian 0 979 556
49
Serbian; Srpski 0 6 434 3.8
Laotian: Pha Xa Lao 548 400 411 3.6
Bosnian 0 283 369
3.2
German 24 206 153
13
Tai Dam 0 0 142
1.2
Cambodian; Khmer 239 9 101
0.9
Arabic 26 75 82
0.7
Chinese: Zhongwen 89 108 80 0.7
Korean; Choson-o 136 96 76
0.7
Russian 0 68 65
0.6
Albanian; Shqip 0 34 44
0.4
Japanese; Nihongo 0 31 40
0.3
French 0 21 31
0.3
Hmong 101 46 29
0.3
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0.2
Swahili

0.2
Ukrainian
(Afan) Oromo 0
Indonesian; Bahasai

0.1
Kurdish; Zimany Kurd 0
Sudanese

0.1
Polish

0.1
Croatian; Hrvatski

0.1
Punjabi; Panjabi

0.1
Portuguese 0
Kirundi

0.1
Urdu

0.1
Nuer

0.1
Hindi

0.1
American Indian

<0.1
Yoruba

<0.1
Ambharic

<0.1
Romanian 0
Tibetan; Bodskad

<0.1
Slovenian
Persian; Farsi 0
Bulgarian

<0.1

o

o

25

333

19
10

11

11

o

26

19

16

104

20

15
15

13

10

~

28

23

22

13

13

11

10

10

01
0.1

01

01

<0.1

<0.1
<0.1



Percent of Total

Year LEP Students
Primary Language 1985-1986 1999-2000 2000-2001 2000-2001
Guijarati 0 6 4
<0.1
Tagalog 0 9 4
<0.1
Azerbaijani 0 0 3 <0.1
Afrikaans 0 5 3
<0.1
Singhalese 0 4 3 <0.1
Tamil 0 2 3
<0.1
Czech 0 1 3
<0.1
Bengali; Bangla 0 3 3
<0.1
Kinyarwanda 0 6 3 <0.1
Samoan 0 6 3
<0.1
Norwegian 0 0 3 <0.1
Finnish; Suomi 0 7 2
<0.1
Corsican 0 1 2
<0.1
Malayalam 0 5 2 <0.1
Greek 0 2 2
<0.1
Macedonian 0 1 2 <0.1
Uzbek 0 0 1
<0.1
Nepali 0 1 1
<0.1
Marathi 0 1 1
<0.1
Maori 0 0 1
<0.1
Malay; Bahasa Malays 0 0 1 <0.1
Telugu 0 3 1
<0.1
Latvian; Lettish 0 0 1
<0.1
Latin 0 0 1
<0.1
Burmese; Myanmasa 0 2 1 <0.1
Italian 7 6 1
<0.1
Icelandic; Islenzk 0 1 1
<0.1
Hebrew; lwrith 0 4 1
<0.1
Faroese 0 1 1
<0.1
Lingala 0 0 1
<0.1
Swedish; Svenska 0 6 0
0.0
Estonian 0 5 0
0.0
Malays 0 5 0
0.0
Turkish 0 5 0
0.0
Georgian; Kartuli 0 1 0
0.0
Armenian; Hayeren 0 1 0
0.0
Not Identified 361 504 619 5.4
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State 3,150 10,310 11,436
NA

SOURCE: IOWA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, BUREAU OF PLANNING,

RESEARCH, AND EVALUATION, BASIC EDUCATIONAL DATA SURVEY,
LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENT STUDENT FILES.

The table presents the number of lowa Limited English Proficient (LEP) students by
primary language for the 2000-2001 school year. Data in the table represent public and
nonpublic lowa LEP student counts for pre-kindergarten through grade 12. During the
2000-2001 school year, lowa public school districts reported 77 primary languages other
than English. In addition, there were 619 students with primary languages, other than
English, who were classified by school districts as “other.”

In 2000-2001, as in 1985-1986, Spanish was the predominant non-English primary
language reported, with 62.3 percent, followed by Vietnamese and Serbo-Croatian at 6.7
percent and 4.9 percent respectively. The State has, therefore, determined that the
assessment required under 1111(b) and 1117 apply to our Spanish-speaking students.
The state will not require assessment in any other language at this time. The state of
lowa has already made available to LEAs in need of assessments in Spanish a list of
assessment tools in that language (see
http://www.state.ia.us/educate/ecese/is/ell/doc/handbook.pdf).

1j. LEASs will provide for English language proficiency assessment

The IDE will establish an ELL Task Force. This group will consist of representatives
from AEAs/LEAs, institutions of higher education (IHE), and consultants
knowledgeable in limited English proficiency standards to establish a State evaluation
plan and timeline for assisting LEAs in the evaluation of their annual measurable
achievement objectives for limited English proficient children.

The IDE believes that school districts should have the flexibility to identify and
administer language assessment tests that include speaking, listening, reading, writing,
and comprehension. The IDE will provide a list of assessment tools for AEAs/LEAS to
select from according to their needs. Technical assistance will be provided by the SEA
via ICN and direct face to face meetings with LEA representatives. This technical
assistance will provide guidelines to LEAs for selection of an appropriate assessment,
policies for inclusion of all ELL students in assessment, reporting requirements for
proficiency, and any other assistance needs evidenced by the LEAs. The SEA will also
work through the fifteen regional Area Education Agencies in the state to provide direct
assistance to LEAs. The list of assessment tools will be available to LEAS via the IDE
website in the fall of 2002. LEAs will be required to assess English proficiency during
the school year of 2002-2003 and to align the assessment of English proficiency with
local academic content and achievement standards.

1k. State actions to establish standards and achievement objectives

e jdentifying the annual measurable achievement objectives for limited English

proficient children, the IDE will:

» Work with major publishers of language assessment tests to help establish the annual
measurable achievement objectives of limited English proficient children on each
test.
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» Conduct workshops with the AEAs/LEASs on the measurable achievement
objectives determined by the state for each test.

» Conduct workshops on the administration and scoring of language assessment tests.

> Districts will be required to:

> UUAnnually assess their limited English proficient students with a language
assessment test that assesses speaking, reading, writing, listening and
comprehension.

> Assessments must be normed for ELL students and be valid and reliable.

> Use State identified test(s) to assess limited English proficient students.

» For districts who want to use their district developed assessment systems, they
will need to submit quantifiable evidence of the annual expected gains for each
of their subtests.

YiEor the first reporting year, 2002-2003, school districts will report the following:

» The number of limited English proficient students

» The measures used to assess the four domains of language

> ""82The percent of attendance eligible limited English proficient students
meeting measurable achievement objectives as identified by the state or
as quantified by the district on locally developed tests. All ELL students
who have attended school in the United States for three consecutive
years, are currently required to participate in the ITBS or the ITED.
Data, for the ELL subgroup, is already required by lowa law and school
districts report this data to their community and the department on an
annual basis. This achievement is reported by proficiency levels.

The lowa Department of Education has already provided a list of assessments in reading,
mathematics and science. Each LEA will need to determine the alignment of these
assessments with the district’s standards and utilize or modify the assessments accordingly.
This action is aligned with the state policy of locally developed content standards and district
responsibility to assess content standards.

Part Il con’t. State Activities

Subgranting process

2a. Standard process for awarding competitive subgrants

%The lowa State Department of Education’s standard process for review grants is as follows:

CHAPTER 7
CRITERIA FOR GRANTS

281—7.1(256,17A) Purpose. The department provides competitive grant funding to a variety of
entities throughout the state for support of educational programs. To ensure equal access and objective
evaluation of applicants for these funds, grant application materials shall contain, at minimum, specific
content. Competitive program grant application packets shall be developed by the department in
accordance with these rules unless prohibited by or in conflict with appropriation language, the lowa
Code, the lowa Administrative Code, federal regulations or interagency agreements between the
department and other state agencies.
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281—7.2(256,17A) Definitions. For the purpose of these rules, the following definitions shall

apply: “Competitive program grant” means the collective activities of a competitive grant funded through

the department.

“Department” means the lowa department of education.

“Program period” means the period of time which the department intends to support the program

without requiring the recompetition for funds. The program period is specified within the grant

application.

“Service delivery area” means the defined geographic area for delivery of program services.

281—7.3(256,17A) Requirements. The following shall be included in all competitive program

grant application materials made available by the department:

1. Funding sourc.

2. Program period.

3. Description of eligible applicants.

4. Services to be delivered.

5. Service delivery area.

6. Target population to be served (if applicable).

7. Funding purpose.

8. Funding restrictions.

9. Funding formula (if any).

10. Matching requirement (if any).

11. Reporting requirements.

12. Performance criteria.

13. Need for letters of support or other materials (if applicable).

14. Application due date.

15. Anticipated date of awarding grant.

16. Required components of submitted grant applications.

17. An explanation of the review process and the review criteria to be used by application evaluators,
including the number of points allocated per required component.

18. Appeal process in the event an application is denied.

281—7.4(256,17A) Review process. The review process to be followed in determining the

amount of funds to be approved for any competitive program grant shall be described in the application.

The review criteria and point allocation for each criterion shall also be described in the grant application

material. The competitive program grant review committee shall be determined by the appropriate

division administrator. The review committee members shall allocate points per review criterion when

conducting the review..Ch 7, p.2 Education[281] IAC 12/16/98

In the event competitive program grant applications receive an equal number of points that necessitates a

further determination of whether an applicant is to receive a grant, a second review shall be conducted by

the division administrator or the division administrator’s designee.

281—7.5(290,17A) Appeal of grant denial or termination. Any applicant may appeal the

denial of a properly submitted competitive program grant application or the unilateral termination of a

competitive program grant to the director of the department. Appeals must be in writing and received

within ten working days of the date of the notice of decision and must be based on a contention that the

process was conducted outside of statutory authority; violated state or federal law, policy, or rule; did not

provide adequate public notice; was altered without adequate public notice; or involved conflict of interest

by staff or committee members. The hearing and appeal procedures found in 281—Chapter 6 that

govern director’s decisions shall be applicable to any appeal of denial or termination. In the notice of

appeal, the grantee shall give a short and plain statement of the reasons for the appeal. The director

shall issue a decision within a reasonable time, not to exceed 60 days from the date of the hearing.

These rules are intended to implement Towa Code section 256.9(7).

2a-c. 2™ State process for subgrants for each of the listed programs, including timelines,
criteria, and priorities.
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¢Title I, Part B — Even Start

a.

Continuation grant budgets are all accounted for prior to the announcement of
availability of any remaining funds for new grant awards. If in compliance, continuation
grants are funded first. The William F. Goodling Even Start Family Literacy Grant
application will be available in March 2001. The grant period is July 1, 2001 through
June 30, 2005. Grant requests are due on May 15, 2001. Successful applicants will be
notified in June 2001. Applicants whose proposals are not recommended for funding
will receive written notification with comments. Applicants whose proposals have been
rejected shall have the right to appeal.

Any applicant may appeal the denial of a properly submitted program grant application
to the Director of the lowa Department of Education within ten (10) working days
upon the receipt of a notification of denial.

The appeal must be based on the grounds that the process was conducted outside of
statutory authority, violated state or federal law, policy, or rule, did not provide adequate
public notice, was altered without adequate public notice, or involved conflict of interest
by staff or committee members.

b. Selection Process

1.Review Process

a) Upon receipt of a proposal, agency staff will inventory the proposal for:

1. Number of copies - an original and three copies (3)= four (4) copies required;
2. Required attachments and forms completed;
3. Signatures (Unsigned applications are considered to be incomplete.)

b) Late and/or incomplete proposals have no recourse and will not be considered.

c) Proposals requesting funds beyond the specified budget range will be considered
non-responsive to the Request for Proposals and will not be considered.

d) Awards will be made based upon criteria and scoring stated in this RFP.

e) 2™ All eligible applications will be reviewed and rated by an external expert
review panel comprised of at least one early childhood, one adult education
professional and one individual with expertise in family literacy programs.

f) The final decision on recommending grant awards rests with the lowa
Department of Education.

g) The lowa Department of Education reserves the right not to award any grants.

h) The Department consults with the committee of practitioners.

2. Scoring
a. Proposals will be scored on a total point system of 100 points.

b. Proposals will be rated according to criteria specified in the application requirements.

3. Priorities

Projects, which clearly portray Federal and State priorities, will receive higher rating as
indicated in the Application Requirements. The minimum threshold for continuation of
Even Start Grants is meeting 50% of the Indicators of Quality in each of the 4 program
components. The Performance Criteria is also listed on pages 65-66 of the State Plan.
The priorities are summarized below and appear again within the Application
Requirements to assist those preparing applications to respond appropriately.
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a, disi2ibiEaderal Priorities

1) Demonstration that the area to be served by the program has a high percentage or a large
number of children and families whom are in need of such services. The local projects
are monitored to see that they are fully implementing Even Start in line with the federal
statutory requirements of the act as well as the State Indicators of Quality. The local
Even Start projects must meet the statutory guidance prior to continuation or new grant
awards. High need is demonstrated by high levels of poverty, illiteracy, unemployment,
limited-English proficiency, victims of domestic violence, or a high number or
percentage of parents who are receiving assistance under a State program funded under
part A of Title IV of the Social Security Act or other need-related indicators, including a
high percentage of children to be served by the program who reside in a school
attendance area eligible for participation in Part A of Title 1 of the Improving America's
Schools Act

2)>%1Be located in areas designated as a federal empowerment zone or enterprise
community and also in rural and urban areas. (These are not the same as lowa
Empowerment Areas.)

b. State Priority

1) *#™Build on existing services on a first dollar basis, avoiding supplanting.
The emphasis in the Even Start law on collaboration among local agencies and
community groups and on making maximum use of existing services is strongly
endorsed by the lowa Department of Education. In addition, the Department also
places a priority on programming which recognizes the need for both program stability
and continuity of services for young children and families. Since these two concepts
may conflict in practice, a strong Even Start application will propose services which are
collaborative, reflect continuity, resolve potential conflicts between these attributes of
high quality services and show greatest promise to be successful models.

Even Start blends early care and education, adult education, parenting education, and
opportunities for parent/child interaction. Communities will have varying levels of
services in these three components already present in their area. The Even Start
program should not propose a duplication of existing community preschool services,
but rather seek to strengthen and extend existing services. This approach will lead to a
greater likelihood that the Even Start program will continue after the federal funding is
exhausted.

For example, a community may have a Head Start program or strong community child
care programs. An Even Start application should seek to build on these programs to
serve more families rather than to establish parallel services. Likewise, many
communities have highly developed services for adult learners. In such communities,
Even Start should build upon this service system, with special emphasis on serving
eligible adults from especially needy or hard-to-reach population groups.

To ensure successful transition to other programs in the community following Even
Start the following items are included in the ‘transition plan’ required of each program:
Parents are provided with information regarding local content standards;
Local performance indicators or benchmarks; and, when appropriate,
Coordinator visits to schools.
Funds and/or services provided in the Even Start program that are provided through
any other state or federal program may count toward meeting the in-kind share of the
Even Start program, in addition to local sources. The applicant should take care to
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explain in the application how the Even Start funding is being used to expand access to,
and not to supplant, services.

2) Provide services of sufficient duration and intensity to assure that high outcomes are
achieved for both participating children and their parents.

The results of the national Even Start evaluations to date make it clear that Even Start is
not successful in programs that do not structure intensive engagement with participating
families. These findings are consistent with other research on early childhood and
parenting education programs.

Family literacy services shall mean services provided to participants on a voluntary basis

that are of sufficient intensity in terms of hours, and of sufficient duration, to make

sustainable changes in a family (such as eliminating or reducing welfare dependency)

and that integrate all of the following activities:

a) Interactive literacy activities between parents and their children.

b) Training for parents regarding how to be the primary teacher for their children and
full partners in the education of their children.

c) Parent literacy training, including training that leads to economic self-sufficiency.

d) An age-appropriate education to prepare children for success in school and life
experiences.

c. Application Requirements

Each proposal must contain the sections described below. Please arrange the proposal in
the order shown below and enumerate the various sections of the Application Narrative as
shown in the outline. A review committee less favorably receives applications which are
poorly organized and which depart from this format. Experience with review committees
also suggests that applicants should pay particular attention to accuracy in budgets and the
mechanics of writing.
1) Application Form
Each proposal shall contain a completed and signed application form. A brief
description of the project must be included in the space provided.
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2) Statement of Assurances and Partner Information
Applicants will be required to sign a statement of assurances on the form provided.

3) Application Narrative
Before preparing the application narrative, applicants should read carefully the Even
Start programmatic requirements in the Even Start law. A copy is enclosed with the
Application Packet. The narrative should be presented in the sequence shown below.
The point system and criteria, which will be used in reviewing and scoring the
proposals, are identified with each component of the narrative in bold type between
brackets.

The Application Narrative is limited to no more than 25 single-spaced typed pages (one
side only). Successful applications generally meet this page limit. Information listed in
“Required Attachments” on page 16 should be appended to the narrative and need not
be counted as part of the 25 pages.

A. Need for Project 10 Points
B. Degree of Cooperation & Coordination 30 Points
C. Plan of Operation 40 Points
D. Evaluation and Continuous Improvement 10 Points
E. Budget 10 Points
Total Points Possible 100 Points

¢Title 1, Part F Comprehensive School Reform (CSR):

a.

#1"Timelines — The lowa Department of Education will offer as many application opportunities
as is needed in order to award all the CSR grant money and ensure quality applications.
Applicants must receive at least 80% of the possible application points in order to be
considered for funding.

1fiSelection criteria and how they promote improved academic achievement — Schools must
adequately describe their needs based on analysis of student data, dissagregated by race, gender,
socioeconomic status, ELL, and handicap and describe the school’s decision-making process,
the model selected and how the attributes of the solution match the academic needs of the
student population(s). This plan should include a professional development timeline intended
to increased student achievement.

#1fipriorities and how they promote improved academic achievement

Schools that select or develop models to improve academic achievement developed from
scientifically based research will be given priority consideration on the grant application.

Less than 25% of the schools being funded should meet or exceed the proficient level of
reading or mathematics performance when the school is initially funded.

More than 75% of the schools funded should meet or exceed the proficient level of reading and
mathematics performance after three years of CSR funding.

¢Title 11, Part A Teacher and Principal Training Subpart 3

A4 IARepresentatives from the Board of Regents, lowa Department of Education, Heartland and
Grant Wood AEAs, University of lowa, Drake University, Kirkwood and Des Moines Community
Colleges and 32 LEAs met in Cedar Rapids, lowa on June 3, 2002, to develop a Math/Science
Partnership. Procedures for participation will be identified as this group builds effective
professional development strategies to increase student achievement in math and science.

¢Title 11, Part D Enhancing Education Through Technology - Competitive Component
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Goal:

To improve the way teachers teach and students learn through the utilization of
technology to enhance student learning. This goal can be accomplished through the
following:
- Focus on instructional practice
Tied to student learning outcomes — long range
Focus on learning about technology integration, but also provide opportunities for
skill development
Coaching and support - number of sessions conducted
Related to the teacher quality criteria

Process:

2NIb-12ID-BT g maximize the resources of the state and the LEAs, the lowa department
of education will solicit consortium grant applications that allow LEASs to apply their
formula funds to consortium efforts. Since many LEASs (306) receive formula funds of
less than $4500, this effort will allow school districts to participate in efforts of
sufficient size and scope to be meaningful. The consortia approach will result in 22
applications, 14 AEAs and 8 Urban Eight Network schools (UEN) for the funds. The
state education agency to make sure they are linked to one of the state initiatives.
Members of the consortium, led by the AEA, will agree to focus on the goal, link to one
of the state initiatives, and have at least one high-need school as a member. Under the
competitive component, the group application will be written and led by an AEA or a
UEN member. Collaboration between AEAs will be encouraged but no more than
four AEAs may be involved in a single application. The focus of each application will
be on at least one high-need school(s) located in the boundary of the AEA(s) or UEN
involved in the application. Other LEAs within the AEA boundaries may also
participate in the grant activities. They must utilize their formula funding received
under this act in the consortium activities.

The UEN schools may choose to either participate in a consortium application or apply
on an individual basis as they would be receiving formula money of sufficient size to
effectively attain the goals of this program. (All UENSs have a high-need school located
within their boundaries that could serve as a focus.).

In the consortium process there will be mentoring by teachers in high performance
schools with their counterparts in high-needs schools. The LEAs will form a
partnership with an AEA and other public and private organizations located within the
boundaries of the AEA or UEN member. Any application received under this section
will require the consideration of the involvement of parents, community members, and
institutions of higher education.

If an LEA chooses, it may write a letter to the Director at the lowa Department of
Education explaining why it does not need to be a member of a consortium and offer
assurances that it can construct and conduct an application of sufficient size and scope.
It must also possess the resources and experience in conducting professional
development activities as well as meet all other assurances of the application process.

Based on FY 02 funding levels, the state will offer 22 competitive grants — one in each
AEA that would focus on the rural areas and one for each member of the UEN which
would focus on the urban areas of the state. Each grant will be on average, $83, 000.
This, along with the in-kind match (formula funds) should provide resources of
sufficient size to produce meaningful results. If an AEA does not contain a high-need
school, then it must partner with an AEA that does. However, unused funds will be
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returned for recalculation of grant awards for all eligible applications. The same would
be true for any UEN member.

All accredited private schools that are serviced by the AEA or UEN member and are
within the boundaries of the member of the partnership will participate in the grant
application activities to the fullest extent possible. The AEAs and LEAs must engage in
timely and meaningful consultation with appropriate private school officials during the
design and development of the application and continue the consultation throughout
the implementation of the grant. Therefore, for both the formula and competitive
awards, the consultation should begin during the development of the local grant
proposals if the LEA is part of a partnership proposal. AEAs and LEAs must provide,
on an equitable basis, special educational services or other benefits that address the
needs under the program of children, teachers, and other educational personnel in
private schools in areas served by the LEAs and local entities. Expenditures for
educational services and other benefits for private school children, teachers, and other
educational personnel must be equal, taking into account the number and educational
needs of the children to be served, to the expenditures for participating public school
children.

Eligibility:

25-20nly eligible entities will be allowed to compete for the competitive grants. This
means LEA'’s that are significantly above the state poverty average or have the largest
numbers of children living in poverty. In order to identify whether an LEA may submit
an individual application or must apply as part of a consortium, the following basis will
be determined: Unless the LEA is of sufficient size (must have at least 17 schools of
which 3 must be high schools and would receive at least $28,000 under the formula
component of the part of the ESEA), it must be part of a consortium. The intent of
the effort is to create resources of such a magnitude as to make the improvement
efforts practical. The application must focus on one of the identified state initiatives
that relate to the LEA’s identified need.

211D3

Selection
Criteria:

1. Schools deficient in content areas (RMS — reading, mathematics and science)
and/or linked to the various State initiatives such as but not limited to Teacher
Quality legislation, Virtual High Schools, Regional Centers of Excellence, and
scientifically —based research practices.

2. High-need will be based on poverty, technical need, and schools in need of
improvement. The consortium will be encouraged to give benefits to identified
high-need, SINOI or schools with technical need; (e.g. the consortium might give a
high-need school a 3 to 1 credit for each dollar they put in the in-kind contribution
to the grant, schools in need of improvement (SINOI) could receive a 2 to 1 credit
and schools with technology need might receive a 1.5 to one credit).

3. Funds must not be use to supplant but must supplement. This will be determined
through the examination of the last three years of the LEA’s technology
acquisitions and a statement from the LEA describing how their new application is
different.

4. Assurances shall contain the following:

An assurance that the LEA is Child Internet Protection Act (CIPA) compliant
for all equipment that is connected to the Internet.

An assurance that at least 25% of these funds will be used for staff
development.

An assurance that all nonpublic schools in the district have been contacted to
participate in the implementation and support of the plan in all activities done
by the LEA under this act.

An assurance that financial resources provided under the Enhancing Education
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Through Technology (E2T2) program will supplement, and not supplant, local
funds.

An assurance that the plan contains a description of how the LEA will provide
incentives to teachers who are technologically literate and remain in their area.
An assurance that the LEA will coordinate activities funded through the E2T2
program with technology-related activities supported with funds from other
Sources.

No more than 3% of the grant for the fiscal agent will be used for indirect cost.

211D4

Priorities:

To benefit high-need schools and schools in need of improvement.

Focus resources to improve student learning in those identified schools.

Utilize all available resources including financial, technological and human of the
LEAs, AEAs and SEA to assist these schools.

Tied to student learning outcomes and specific standards.

2I>9Consolidation of data reporting functions conducted by the AEAs to include
the review of data from APR, CSIP and Basic Educational Data Survey (BEDS)
reports. This data will provide feedback on the success or failure of the state
strategies to improve student achievement to assist in the evaluation of the grant.
Statewide data will be published in the department’s annual Condition of Education
report. All data will be analyzed by the department to determine the effectiveness
of the strategies on improving teaching and learning throughout the state. Ten (10)
% of the first year’s consortium grant will be used to develop an evaluation process
including assessment instruments for all AEAs and UEN regarding utilization,
effectiveness and integration of technology into the curriculum.

211D5

Monitoring
and
Technical
Assistance:

The SEA will conduct at least 2 information sessions via the ICN regarding the RFP
process for all interested applicants. Also each application will contain a description of
how this expertise will be shared with the rest of the members of the partnership and
the state.

The technical assistance (TA) provided by the state will focus on program
implementation and development. It will take the following form: TA assistance
provided to each qualifying applicant during the application process, review of the
application by content experts at the department, face-to-face interview of each
applicant group with content review panel, feedback to applicant if application is found
deficient in any area of the RFP, Applicants will have as many opportunities to rewrite
the application as it takes until it is found to be acceptable to the review committee.
Periodic DE site visits to each applicant to monitor progress as well as AEA
accreditation and LEA site visits to review CSIP and APR.

Periodic DE site visits to each applicant to monitor progress as well as AEA
accreditation and LEA sites visit to review CSIP and APR.

2I-9Each applicant is expected to provide data that will show the impact of the grant
activities. Some of the possible data points are:

Student achievement data both from norm-referenced and diagnostic testing as

reported in each LEA’s APR

Implementation data including access

DE site visit data

Survey of current teachers involved in each initiative

Survey of involved AEA consultants
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Survey of DE staff involved in each initiative

2ID-6 2ID-125ince the application will be written and coordinated through our regional
agencies which service all the schools in their region and have contacts with community
colleges, IHE, and libraries, the agency will be expected to involve as many of these
partners as best fits the focus of the application to provide support for high-need LEAs
and SINOI as they incorporate state initiatives into their CSIP. These high-need and
SINOI schools will be the main target for the SEA efforts. Linking these schools to
what are determined to be our better performing LEAS, using their teachers and best
practices to help them improve and implement their CSIP.

2ID-TSince this is a consolidated application and the state has been working on the
integration of all LEA programs within their CSIP and APR reports to the state, all
LEAs and AEAs are expected to consolidate all federal programs including Title I, Title
11, Title 111, Title IV, Title V and Title VI.

No funding will be approved for the second year under either part of this proposal
unless all reports are satisfactory including successful approve of each district's APR,
CSIP and evaluation component. During the review, the applicants will demonstrate
progress and how the LEAs and AEAs are developing a plan to carry on the activity
after the funding for the grant concludes.

The grant period will be for three years and the application will contain a plan for how
this application will be continued after the funding goes away. There will be a
reduction in the amount of the funding for each application to be spread over three
years (e.g. year 1. 100%, year 2: 80% year 3: 50%). Part of the application process will
involve mini reviews by the SEA. Again the UEN schools could choose to participate
in the AEA led activity if it so chose. Again their minimum contribution would be
what they would receive under the formula component.

208N o funding will be approved for the second year under either part of this proposal
unless all reports are satisfactory including successful approval of each district’s APR,
CSIP and evaluation component. During the review, the applicants will demonstrate
progress and how the LEAs and AEAs are developing a plan to carry on the activity
after the funding for the grant concludes. An individual AEA may be involved in more
than one grant within its borders, but no more than two at any one time.

2IB-SAt east 25% of the funding must be spent on professional development. This
applies to both the formula and the competitive component. The AEA or UEN
member will design and implement professional development activities for teachers and
administrators that support the grant’s efforts. These activities will be scientifically
research-based and utilize electronic networks and other innovative methods to
enhance and implement the professional development activities.

¢ WALTjtle |V, Part A, Section 4112: Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities — Reservation
for the Governor

A3 The lowa Department of Public Health (IDPH) has put in place procedures for the
Procedures disbursement of the Governor’s portion of the Safe and Drug-Free Schools funds. These
and procedures include an invitation to schools and non-profit community-based

Timelines: organizations to apply for the funds through a competitive grant writing process. The
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purpose of this grant writing process is to promote evidence-based substance abuse and
violence prevention programming throughout lowa. Awards are based on demonstrated
need and uses of evidence-based prevention programming to: 1) address the social-
emotional needs of the target population, and 2) to contribute toward realizing the state’s
goal in this application and the goals in lowa’s State Plan for Substance Abuse and in the
state’s drug control strategy as outlined by the Governor’s Office of Drug Control Policy.
The maximum award is $90,000.00 for two years.

VASSelection 1. lowa Department of Public Health solicits proposals from schools and non-profit

Criteria: community agencies. Applicants are asked to develop and implement a substance
abuse and/or violence prevention program for a two-year period. Multiple youth
serving systems are notified of the availability of this funding opportunity. A web-
based application is posted.

2. The grant application process includes timelines for application training, letters of
intent to compete, due dates, and award dates. Scoring criteria are publicized in the
application.

3. A peer review process is used for determining the grant recipients. School officials,
prevention specialists, and youth workers comprise the review teams. Reviewers score
the applications using the pre-publicized criteria. Each application receives a score that
is the average of the reviewers’ scores. Review teams receive instructions on how to
identify priorities and performance measures within the review process. The Principles
of Effectiveness form the basis of the application formation.

VA Priorities: | In addition to adoption of goal 4 of the NCLB legislation, the IDPH participated in
development of lowa’s Drug Control Strategy 2002 and endorses its priorities as set out
in goal 1: to reduce the demand for alcohol, tobacco, and other drugs. The strategy was
adopted by the lowa Drug Policy Advisory Council, a legislatively mandated and
Governor appointed council of stakeholders in substance abuse demand reduction and
treatment. Specific objectives targeted in this grant are:

Increase local and state programs that model and promote healthy lifestyles, and

Promote healthy attitudes and behaviors toward substance use and abuse.

2b¢ WA2Tijtle 1V, Part A, Subpart 2, Section 4126: Community Service for Suspended and Expelled
Students Grant

The procedures described below were developed in collaboration by representatives from the lowa
Department of Education, the lowa Department of Human Rights Office of Criminal and Juvenile
Justice Planning, and the IDPH.

The table below describes key procedures, selection criteria, and priorities the State will use to award
subcontracts to the entities and for the activities required for the program statutes.

VA4 The state of lowa has a standard process for subcontracting. When a contract is for
Subcontracting | amounts of $25,000.00 or more, that process parallels the RFP process. A request for
Procedures: bids is formulated and posted. Prospective bidders develop and submit a proposal that

meets the requirements of the Request for Bids. The lowa Department of Education
makes the awards using a selection process similar to that described for the RFP process
used for subgrants.

38




VA®Procedures
and Timelines:

The lowa Department of Education will administer this program for disbursement of
the $336,264.00 (FY 2002) lowa allocation. Ninety percent (90%) of the funds will be
disbursed to LEAs in a subcontracting process by October 1, 2002. The remaining 10%
will be retained by the SEA for technical assistance and program evaluation activities to
be carried out either directly or by subcontract.

The Community Service Grants for Suspended and Expelled Students will be used to
promote academic achievement by providing students excluded from schools the
opportunity to continue their education programs with enriched experiences in
applying/practicing academic skills to real life experiences. This should increase their
motivation to engage in the educational process and to continue their education at least
until high school graduation. Award recipients will be required to include this program
in a broader context of academic instruction and to tie the community service
opportunities to relevant classroom work directed toward future outcomes.

The Department of Education will work with the Division of Criminal and Juvenile
Justice Planning in the Department of Human Rights, the lowa Attorney General’s
office, and the lowa Collaboration for Youth Development in site selection and
oversight of this project. Local education agencies that currently serve the targeted
student population in alternative education programs will be identified and given the
opportunity to express their interest in developing and implementing a community
service program for suspended and expelled students and describe their capacity to do
SO.

Interested LEAs that meet the selection criteria described below will be awarded two-
year contracts. Each LEA allocation will be determined using the same formula as that
used to distribute the SEA Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities funds. The
contracting process will include establishment of timelines and performance measures
for the successful execution of the contract.

Selection
Criteria:

Four principles will guide the selection of recipients of subcontracts: a) the community
service program to be funded must occur within a broader educational context that
includes academic instruction, e.g., a service learning approach; b) the community service
opportunities provided must foster the development of social, academic and
employability skills; c) service opportunities must be tied to relevant classroom work that
is directed toward future outcomes; and d) applicants must establish process and
outcome performance measures (indicators) for the program and describe a method for
monitoring and evaluating program success against those measures. Assurances related
to equity issues will be required.

Capacity to develop and implement a community service program includes: 1)
collaboration beneficial to community service placements; 2) the availability of
counseling services for participant students; and 3) a process for reintegration of the
students into a regular school or General Educational Development (GED) program,
whichever is appropriate.
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IWVAS Participant programs must provide students who otherwise would be excluded from

Priorities: school for a period of time due to suspension or expulsion with the opportunity to
continue their education and increase the likelihood that they eventually will graduate
from high school and lead successful lives

Awards will be directed towards school districts or consortia of school districts with 1)
existing alternative education programs, 2) established needs, 3) collaboration with
relevant community-based organizations, 4) the capacity to place the program within a
broader educational context, and 5) adequate opportunities for quality community
service.

¢ Title 1V, Part B — 21% Century Community Learning Centers (CCLC)

The procedures described below were developed in collaboration and consultation with the
following primary organizations, groups or entities: the lowa Collaboration for Youth Development
- a consortium of state government agencies supporting youth development from a public policy
perspective; current federally funded 21% CCLC programs; the State Public Policy Group —a
statewide broad-based network coalition supporting after school initiatives in lowa; and a variety of
regional and local agencies and organizations that provide programs and services for youth.
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VB Procedures
and Timelines:

The lowa Department of Education will administer this grant program for
disbursement of the $1.7 million (FY 2002) lowa allocation. The Department will
further coordinate and collaborate the operation of the 21 CCLC grant program with
the lowa Collaboration for Youth Development (described above). An open
competitive grant process will be used.

The grants will be made available to 126 schools with schoolwide eligible programs
identified in Title 1A and schools that serve a high percentage of students from low-
income families, including middle and high schools; an/or nonprofit organizations
(NPOs), community based organizations (CBOs), faith based organizations (FBOS),
and other public or private entities, or a consortium of 2 or more such agencies,
organizations, or entities that serve students from eligible LEAs. This eligibility
includes cities and counties.

VB¥The purpose of the grant will be to establish or expand community learning centers that
provide academic enrichment opportunities for children, particularly those who attend
high-poverty and low-performing schools, to meet State and local student standards in
core academic subjects, to offer students a broad array of enrichment activities that can
complement their regular academic programs, and to offer literacy and other
educational services to the families of participating children.

VB-2The grant application process will commence with the posting of the RFP in early
winter, awards will be made in April 2003, funds disbursed in July 2003, and programs
are expected to begin with the fall semester of 2003. Scoring criteria will be publicized
in the application. Awards of not less than $50,000.00 and not exceeding $150,000 per
local site and $600,000 per application will be granted. Exact amounts of each award
will be based on the formula outlined below:
1. Direct grant funding available annually based on:
a.  $3,000 to each program site for state and local evaluation efforts
b. Up to $12,000 to each program site, as requested to meet local needs for
transportation costs; and, elimination of barriers that could impede equitable
access to, and participation in, activities due to English language acquisition, or
other needs for specialized support (e.g., adaptation and/or modification of the
curriculum, staff development, specialized resources).
2. The core funding of a program will be awarded on a basis of
a. $7.50 per day X number of students X number of days the program will operate
in the after school hours, or
b. $10.00 per day X number of students X number of days the program will
operate in both the before and after school hours, or
c.  Number of days the program will operate on non-school days (Saturdays,
holidays, summer) X number of students X $7.50 for a three-hour program or
$10.00 for at least a four-hour program.
d. First year grant award of core funding will be fully earned through at least 70
percent of the proposed student attendance;
e. Second year core funding will be fully earned through at least 85 percent of the
proposed student attendance;
f.  Third year grant award must be earned through 100 percent student attendance.
An in-kind match is under consideration.
g. Fourth year grant award will be reduced by 25 percent and must provide
supports to 100 percent of the students served in year three.
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h. Fifth year grant award will be reduced by 50 percent and must provide support
to 100 percent of the students served in year three.

Each grant will be for a five-year period. The RFP, selection, and award process
will follow the procedures for all grants established by the lowa Department of

Education described previously. A peer review process, using a set of objective

scoring criteria (to be developed), will be used to select the grant recipients.

VB-4The review process will follow the standard procedures established by the lowa
Department of Education. Part of the process is the active solicitation of reviewers
from across the state who represent the various stakeholder groups impacted by or
interested in the mission of the project. On-site or ICN training in the reading process
will be provided to all reviewers to ensure the reliability of results. Finally, reviewers
will use a facilitated consensus forming process on site to guide their selection of award
recipients.
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IVB-2 Selection
Criteria:

lowa will require applicants to provide both opportunities for academic enrichment
and a broad array of additional services to reinforce and complement the academic
program. lowa will encourage applicants to offer an array of additional services,
programs, and activities including those specified and other learning support
opportunities such as service-learning, mentoring, character education, substance
abuse and violence prevention, and school health connections. The 21% CCLC
program will also be coordinated with the CSIP required of local school districts.

lowa will require grantees to offer opportunities for literacy services to family
members if there is an identified need in the community and if there are no other
avenues for filling that need through coordination with other State and Federal
programs (e.g., Even Start, Healthy Start, etc.).

lowa will require grantees to develop broad-based sustainability goals by using
braided federal funding streams and integrating cross streams of community
services and funding together designed to meet community education concepts
associated with year round, community schools.

While there is no one single criterion element or formula that guarantees grant
applications that will be successful, it is apparent from practitioners and researchers
alike and from the broad spectrum of after school programs themselves that certain
common elements are necessary in order to develop high quality programs which
meet the needs of the diverse population of school age children and youth.
Effective after school programs combine academic, enrichment, cultural, and

recreational activities to guide learning and engage children. With this in mind, the
following common elements will be considered when reviewing local applications:

Goal setting and strong management

Planning for long term sustainability

Quality after school staffing

Attention to safety, health, and nutrition issues
Effective partnerships

Strong involvement of families

Extended learning opportunities

Linkages between school day and after school staff

Evaluation of program progress and effectiveness
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In addition, from a programmatic stand point, local applications will have to
demonstrate inclusion of a broad array of programs from the following after school
program areas (determination as to the exact number required of each application is still
to be determined):

tutoring an supplemental instruction in basic skills, such as reading, math,
and science

homework assistance

mentoring

supervised recreation and athletic programs
drug and violence prevention curricula and counseling
youth leadership and volunteerism

service learning

character development

college awareness and preparation

courses and enrichment in arts and culture
computer instruction

language instruction

employment preparation or training
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VB3 Priorities: Absolute priorities will direct award to 126 schools with schoolwide eligible programs

identified in Title 1A, and schools that serve a high percentage of students from low-
income families, including middle and high schools.

Competitive priorities:

1. Students who attend schools identified for improvement (pursuant to Section 1116
of Title I);

2. Joint submission between at least one eligible LEA and at least one NPO, CBO,
FBO, and/or other public or private entity - public or private community
organization;

3. Priority shall be given to applications for programs serving students determined
through research-based methods to be in the greatest need of eligible services.

4. Proposals that include programming that enhances their emphasis on academic
instructional opportunities with an array of additional learning opportunities such
as, service-learning, mentoring, character education, substance abuse and violence
prevention programs, and school health connections.

Part Il con’t. State Activities

Monitoring/ Technical Assistance

3. Monitoring and Technical Assistance

The SEA will continue to provide scientifically-based research practices through the technical
assistance provided in current initiatives described in this section and through developing technical
assistance for comprehensive planning at the LEA and AEA level. The SEA will also provide
assistance to grantees in developing an understanding and knowledge base of the scientifically-based
research for the specific areas of reading, mathematics, and science. This will be done through pre-
grant workshops, ongoing assistance through ICN sessions, and on-site technical assistance to both
AEA and LEA agencies. Study teams and cross-bureau teams at the SEA are already completing
research into best practices of the content areas and are preparing for dissemination of these
practices through web-based information and technical assistance efforts by both the SEA and
AEAs. In addition, a group of stakeholders for professional development, are also preparing a
process by which teachers and administrators across the state can become discriminating consumers
of educational research. Best practices for staff development will also continue to be disseminated
and practiced at the AEA and LEA level to ensure the implementation of research-based practices at
the classroom level.

% In lowa there are basically three processes by which the state monitors and provides professional
development and technical assistance to LEAs.

A" A One process is through the monitoring of the school districts CSIP (desk monitoring) that
must incorporate the local plans for professional development aligned with the local school district
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achievement goals for reading, mathematics, and science. (See more complete description in
response to 1.h Single Accountability System) lowa Administrative Code has carried a requirement
for each LEA to establish a staff development plan for many years. lowa Administrative Code 281-
12.7(256) currently states:

12.7(2) Provisions for staff development. Each school or school district shall incorporate into

its comprehensive school improvement plan provisions for the professional development of all staff. To meet the
professional needs of all staff, staff development activities shall align with district goals; shall be based on student
and staff information; shall prepare all employees to work effectively with diverse learners and to implement
multicultural, gender fair approaches to the educational program; and shall emphasize the research—based
practices to achieve increased student achievement, learning, and performance as stated in the comprehensive
school improvement plan. (See Appendix B).

Each school district also receives a school improvement visit (on-site monitoring) at least once
every five years. The purpose of the visit is to determine the actual implementation of the actions
described in the LEA plan. Therefore, each school district receives both oversight and technical
assistance from the department and the school improvement team on their professional
development activities.

. SIATThe second process is through the accreditation of the regional educational entities, the
AEAs. In the 2002 — 2003 school year there will be 15 area educational agencies supporting the
efforts of each lowa public school district. Each agency provides educational services, media
services, and special education services that provide direct support to the instructional programs in
lowa public schools. The AEAs make it possible for lowa students to reap the benefits of small
schools where teaching and learning is a highly personal endeavor and enjoy the expertise that
accompanies organizations of sufficient size that an economy of scale can be applied.

The AEAs are accredited by the lowa Department of Education as charged in lowa Code 273.10
and 273.11. 273.11 reads as follows:

1. The state board of education shall develop standards and rules for the accreditation of area education agencies by
July 1, 1997. Standards shall be general in nature, but at a minimum shall identify requirements addressing
the services provided by each division, as well as identifying indicators of quality that will permit area education
agencies, school districts, the department of education, and the general public to judge accurately the effectiveness
of area education agency services.

2. Standards developed shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

a.  Support for school-community planning, including a means of assessing needs, establishing shared direction
and implementing program plans and reporting progress.

h.  Professional development programs that respond to current needs.

¢.  Support for curriculum development, instruction, and assessment for reading, language arts, math and
science, using research-based methodologies.

d.  Special education compliance and support.

e.  Management services, including financial reporting and purchasing as requested and funded by local
districts.

f. Support for instructional media services that supplement and support local district media centers and
Services.

g. Support for school technology planning and staff development for implementing instructional technologies.

h. A program and services evaluation and reporting system.

i.  Support for school district libraries in accordance with section 273.2, subsection 4.
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""9Each AEA has a responsibility to respond to the needs of the LEAs CSIP. This responsibility
is documented through the AEA comprehensive improvement plan filed with the lowa
department of education which documents the incorporation of research-based instructional
strategies, especially focused on the improvement of reading and mathematics, and their annual
progress report. The annual progress report of an AEA is focused on results obtained on their
performance measures outlined in IAC 281-72.10(2). (See Appendix F.) One of the performance
measures focuses on improved teaching and the actual results obtained through the professional
development activities supported and provided by an AEA.

ABAEAS, through collaboration across the state and with outside entities such as regional
education labs and regional comprehensive centers, continually broker professional development
opportunities for LEAs. The AEAs also use the services of outstanding teachers and
administrators through the provision of direct training or coaching opportunities for schools. The
AEAs provide the support for the majority of professional development services provided to
LEAs.

. 3 1A1The third process is the partnership of the state department, professional organizations,
higher education, and the AEAs in developing professional development networks to serve the
needs of the LEAs. This statewide network is already operational through the statewide reading
and mathematics teams serving the schools in need of improvement. These teams continually
provide a scientifically-based research foundation upon which classroom and school support is
provided through highly trained individuals and teams.

""9Because the state of lowa has a strong belief in providing the knowledge and skills necessary for
quality teaching in this state the state of lowa has raised the bar for professional development
throughout the state with the passage of 2001 legislation pertaining to Teacher Quality. This
legislation entitled, Student Achievement (SA), Teacher Quality Program (TQ), [lowa Code 284]
(See Appendix E), focuses on improving student achievement by enhancing the quality of teaching
in every lowa classroom. The 2002 lowa legislature continued the $40,000,000 funding for this
program in spite of a severe budget shortfall. At its core, this program integrates a higher standard
for professional development into the school improvement process and planning (CSIP) that had
been previously established in lowa Code [256.7; 256.9; Amended by HF 2549] (See Appendix E).

There are several basic principles on which the SA & TQ Program are based. These principles
closely align with the standards established by the National Staff Development Council. "**The
National Staff Development Council Standards and the standards established in the lowa Teacher
Quiality Program:
- emphasize quality professional development;
clearly target increased student achievement;
focus on research-based practice;
place a priority on instructional strategies;
stress collaboration (e.g., the lowa Teacher Quality Program emphasis on the collective work
on district goals);
emphasize continuous improvement (e.g., the lowa Teacher Quality Program links professional
development to evaluation and career paths);
are data driven (e.g., the lowa Teacher Quality Plan is driven by the CSIP and the data that
establishes the instructional priority); and
call for equity and meeting the needs of all students.
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3T o accomplish the goal of increasing student achievement, teachers must have skills and
competence in scientifically research-based instructional practices. Professional development
ensures that teachers have the skills and knowledge defined in the lowa Teaching Standards and
supporting model criteria. The lowa Teaching Standards and Supporting Criteria serve as a
foundation for the lowa Evaluator Approval and Training Model, Induction and Mentoring,
Individual and District Career Development Plans, and the Career Paths established in the lowa
Teacher Quality legislation.

The lowa teaching standards and supporting model criteria represent a set of knowledge and skills
that reflects the best evidence available regarding effective teaching. The purpose of the standards
and supporting model criteria is to provide lowa school districts with a consistent representation
of the complexity and the possibilities of quality teaching. The standards shall serve as the basis
for comprehensive evaluations of teachers and as a basis for individual and district professional
development plans. Each standard with suggested model criteria is outlined as follows:

83.4(1) Demonstrates ability to enhance academic performance and support for implementation of the school
district’s student achievement goals. The teacher:
a. Provides evidence of student learning to students, families, and staff.
h. Implements strategies supporting student, building, and district goals.
¢. Uses student performance data as a guide for decision making.
d. Accepts and demonstrates responsibility for creating a classroom culture that supports the learning of every
student.
e. Creates an environment of mutual respect, rapport, and fairness.
f. Participates in and contributes to a school culture that focuses on improved student learning.
g. Communicates with students, families, colleagues, and communities effectively and accurately.
83.4(2) Demonstrates competence in content knowledge appropriate to the teaching position. The teacher:
a.  Understands and uses key concepts, underlying themes, relationships, and different perspectives related to
the content area.
h. Uses knowledge of student development to make learning experiences in the content area meaningful and
accessible for every student.
¢. Relates ideas and information within and across content areas.

d. Understands and uses instructional strategies that are appropriate to the content area.
83.4(3) Demonstrates competence in planning and preparing for instruction. The teacher:

a. Uses student achievement data, local standards, and the district curriculum in planning for instruction.

h. Sets and communicates high expectations for social, behavioral, and academic success of all students.

¢. Uses student’s developmental needs, backgrounds, and interests in planning for instruction.

d. Selects strategies to engage all students in learning.

e. Uses available resources, including technologies, in the development and sequencing of instruction.
83.4(4) Uses strategies to deliver instruction that meets the multiple learning needs of students. The teacher:

a. Aligns classroom instruction with local standards and district curriculum.

h. Uses research-based instructional strategies that address the full range of cognitive levels.

¢. Demonstrates flexibility and responsiveness in adjusting instruction to meet student needs.

d. Engages students in varied experiences that meet diverse needs and promote social, emotional, and academic

growth.

e. Connects students’ prior knowledge, life experiences, and interests in the instructional process.

f. Uses available resources, including technologies, in the delivery of instruction.
83.4(5) Uses a variety of methods to monitor student learning. The teacher:

a. Aligns classroom assessment with instruction.

h. Communicates assessment criteria and standards to all students and parents.

¢. Understands and uses the results of multiple assessments to guide planning and instruction.

d. Guides students in goal setting and assessing their own learning.
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e. Provides substantive, timely, and constructive feedback to students and parents.
f. Works with other staff and building and district leadership in analysis of student progress.

83.4(6) Demonstrates competence in classroom management. The teacher:

a. Creates a learning community that encourages positive social interaction, active engagement, and self-regulation
for every student.

b. Establishes, communicates, models, and maintains standards of responsible student behavior.

¢. Develops and implements classroom procedures and routines that support high expectations for student
learning.

d. Uses instructional time effectively to maximize student achievement.

e. Creates a safe and purposeful learning environment.

83.4(7) Engages in professional growth. The teacher:

a. Demonstrates habits and skills of continuous inquiry and learning.

h. Works collaboratively to improve professional practice and student learning.

¢. Applies research, knowledge, and skills from professional development opportunities to improve practice.

d. Establishes and implements professional development plans based upon the teacher’s needs aligned to the lowa
teaching standards and district/building student achievement goals.

83.4(8) Fulfills professional responsibilities established by the school district. The teacher:

a. Adheres to board policies, district procedures, and contractual obligations.

. Demonstrates professional and ethical conduct as defined by state law and district policy.
. Contributes to efforts to achieve district and building goals.

d. Demonstrates an understanding of and respect for all learners and staff.

d

joy

. Collaborates with students, families, colleagues, and communities to enhance student learning.
. Creates an environment of mutual respect, rapport, and fairness.
Participates in and contributes to a school culture that focuses on improved student learning.
g. Communicates with students, families, colleagues, and communities effectively and accurately. [IAC 281
Chapter 83] (See Appendix E)

¢
¢
f

These teaching standards and criteria provide the foundation for building the knowledge and
instructional skills necessary for successful implementation of programs that lead to increased
student achievement.

In the year since adoption of this legislation the lowa Department of Education established the
following components called for in the Student Achievement, Teacher Quality legislation:

1.

2.

Provided funds to local school districts to raise the minimum salary to be received by a teacher
new to the profession and a teacher beginning his/her third year.

Provided funds for school districts that chose to begin a mentoring program for teachers new
to teaching. All but three of lowa’s 371 public school districts chose to participate in this
program during the 2001 — 2002 school year.

Called for and received proposals for team-based variable pay pilot sites. Seventeen schools in
ten school districts were selected to follow a school improvement process of their own
choosing to increase student achievement. Successful teams will receive added stipends. The
work is being studied to determine the next best steps in moving this concept forward.
"WIDeveloped descriptors for the Teaching Standards that were adopted as part of the
legislation and criteria for the descriptors. The lowa Teaching Standards form the base for the
evaluation of teacher performance in lowa K — 12 classrooms. To assure appropriate follow
through, only professionals trained in proper evaluator practice will be eligible to evaluate lowa
teachers in 2002- 2003. That practice will support implementation of the lowa Teaching
Standards in the dual context of improving student achievement and effective professional
development.

*iIFormed a stakeholder group to formulate the lowa model professional development system.
The group is composed of professionals from local schools, professional organizations and
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AEAs. It has been meeting throughout the 2001 — 2002 school year with the guidance and
support of Dr. Beverly Showers. There will be two products released after the June 2002
meetings that will culminate the group’s work. **There will be results of a statewide assessment
of current professional development practice. "**°There will also be an lowa Professional
Development model to guide the work of LEASs in improving student achievement, upgrading
the condition of teaching, and enhancing the effectiveness of lowa’s educators. The current
draft of this model appears on the next page.
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lowa Professional Development Model

Draft

Implementing the Comprehensive School Improvement Plan

Through Professional Development

Focus on Curriculum and Instruction

Democratic Decision Making (School/District)
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Siconcurrently, there is work being done to improve education leadership in lowa. The lowa
Leadership Partnership is composed of the lowa Department of Education, School Administrators
of lowa, lowa School Board Association and representatives from higher education institutions with
programs in Education Administration. The Leadership Partnership was developed by the
department as a result of a State Board priority to define and support educational leaders across the
state. The partnership has developed the lowa Leadership standards and is developing
recommendations for improved policy and practice in the state. The partnership linked its work
with a Wallace Foundation grant. The Wallace Foundation has determined that educational
leadership is one of their top priorities for grant opportunities. This opportunity emerged as lowa is
one of 15 states in the nation to receive this grant. The Wallace program is called the State Action
for Education Leadership Program (SAELP).

%l An extensive, statewide program for training paraprofessionals has been in place in lowa as a
requirement for local school districts. Three years ago the state also instituted a voluntary
certification program for paraprofessionals. In the main, lowa paraprofessionals are not only high
school graduates, but also participants in training geared specifically to the work that instructional
paraprofessionals do with pre-K-12 learners. lowa AEAs and the Community College systems make
both the required training and the voluntary certification programs possible.

All the requirements of Title Il Teacher Quality enumerated in NCLB are ready to be forged into a
coherent, districtwide professional development system that emanates from, and is supported by, a
state educational system of professional development aimed at improving student achievement.

The three processes (school accreditation, AEA accreditation and lowa professional development
model) merge to assure that LEAs will identify and implement effective instructional programs and
practices based on scientific research that will meet the LEA’s performance goals and objectives.
The two accreditation processes provide a foundation and means for verifying accountability. The
lowa professional development model provides the reflective practice necessary for the LEA to
attain proven instructional results in student achievement terms.

The Title 11, Part A dollars available to the state will supplement, not supplant, the endeavors
described above.

Title IV A

Safe and Drug Free schools program monitoring progress of schools and communities toward
successful implementation of the Principles of Effectiveness will be conducted through desk audits
and on-site visitation. The SEA receives an annual progress report from each LEA that is
monitored through desk audits and the SEA carries out annual on-site monitoring visits in 20% of
LEAs on a rotating basis. lowa Department of Public Health (Governor’s reserve) annually visits
grant recipients to assess and analyze implementation of the sub-grantees’ work plans and to assist
them to meet their stated performance measures. Quarterly and year-end reports are required by
both agencies.

VA9 Analysis of results from annual progress reports and consultation with the lowa Advisory
Council for Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities, collaboratively convened by the SEA
and lowa Department of Public Health (Governor’s reserve), provide a basis for the delivery of
professional development and technical assistance to LEAs and communities. Both agencies work
closely with contacts in their respective regional systems (i.e., AEAs and regional prevention
specialists) to provide needed support to local education and community agencies and to implement
the strategies listed in Part 111, section 9. The primary delivery system of professional development
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and technical assistance by the SEA for Title IVA is through Success4, a statewide initiative that
consolidates a variety of state and federal programs with the common mission of promoting the
healthy social, emotional, intellectual, and behavioral development of lowa’s children and youth
through the collaboration of schools, families, kids, and communities. Those responsible for the
WALSEA and Governor’s Title IVA program also conduct joint training and collaborate with the
member agencies of the lowa Collaboration for Youth Development to provide cross system
training and consultation to local schools and communities.

In the 21* CCLC program training, professional development and technical assistance are essential
for high quality after school programs. The Department intends to work with a variety of local,
regional, state, and national organizations to provide training and support for Community Learning
Centers. Bidders' conferences for interested 21 CCLC applicants will be offered. Successful
grantees will be required to participate in at least two comprehensive training sessions each year and
set aside specific grant funds designed to meet this purpose. The Department will also use multi
delivery systems to provide professional development and technical assistance to award recipients.
Some potential providers who can provide statewide technical assistance would naturally include the
lowa Community Education Association, lowa Collaboration for Youth Development, the lowa
Child and Family Policy Center, the State Public Policy Group, and the National Center for
Community Education, an AEA network of 21* CCLC school improvement consultants. To cite
several exemplary providers in this area, the Success4 network is a statewide initiative that
consolidates a variety of state and federal programs with the common mission of promoting social,
emotional, intellectual, and behavioral development of lowa’s children and youth. This is
accomplished through the collaboration of schools, families, children, and communities. Other
organizational and private vendor providers would be sought out who could assist local grantees in
meeting their grants needs in areas of evaluation, program implementation, staffing, and
sustainability.

Part Il con’t. State Activities

System of Support
“iStatewide system of support for student achievement

Every public school student in lowa attends a school that has academic standards in reading and
mathematics as described in section 1h. Each lowa student in pre-designated grade levels is assessed
to determine his/her proficiency in terms of those academic standards as described in section 1c.
The results of these assessments are also analyzed in terms of groups disaggregated by gender, race,
socioeconomic status and special education eligibility.

Currently, lowa school principals and superintendents are afforded the opportunity to participate in
a statewide training entitled Data Driven Leadership (DDL). This training is provided statewide by
individuals trained in the model. Data, from the local school level, is used in the practicum
experiences expected of all participants. The training allows participants to not only use their own
assessment data, but also provides a strong basis for determining the student learning needs — thus,
the staff development needs for district personnel and the continual improvement of professional
development strategies incorporated into the CSIP.

“Ilowa’s Reading Excellence Program, along with Every Child Reads, has provided the opportunity
to build the state’s capacity to support local LEAs and their communities to deliver high quality
comprehensive programs and services to increase reading achievement of their children. This is
accomplished by enabling the Department to expand professional development and technical
assistance services to a degree that will make it possible for eligible LEAs and schools to build
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“learning communities” that are data-based and that use a proven methodology of inquiry-based
action research as the context for achieving continuous and comprehensive improvement; to
improve its current professional development services for reading achievement through the addition
of the national expertise in scientifically based reading research and effective practices; and in
building the capacity of the state’s educational community through the development of the
Statewide Reading Team (SWRT).

The SWRT includes educational consultants from lowa’s AEAs and instructional leadership
personnel from LEASs participating in the state’s reading initiative which includes personnel from
each of the LEAs funded through the state’s Reading Excellence Program. The team has received
specific training in reading strategies and school improvement processes for accelerating student
achievement. The team includes at least one consultant from each of the state’s AEAs who are in
their second year of continuing professional development. Team members are currently supporting
the LEASs participating in the state’s reading initiative, including the LEAs funded through lowa’s
Reading Excellence Program. The team is a cooperative effort of the Department, AEAs, high
implementing LEAs, and the LEAs participating in lowa’s Reading Excellence Program. Its
purpose is to increase student achievement in reading by collaboratively developing the capacity of
AEAs and LEAs to deliver and support researched-based practices in (1) classroom reading
instruction and intervention, (2) professional development, and (3) data-based continuous
improvement.

The Leadership Symposium, offered through Every Child Reads, supports the central office
administrators responsible for curriculum and instruction, and the principals of the LEAs and
schools participating in the Department’s reading initiative, including the coordinators and principals
of the LEAs and schools supported through lowa’s Reading Excellence program. Over the past
three years, the effort has reached over 75 school administrators and principals. The focus of the
Leadership Symposium is instructional leadership — the “how to’s” of supporting school
improvement that is specifically focused on accelerating student achievement. The Symposium
provides the central office personnel and school administrators with structured opportunities to
study and apply continuous assessment of student performance and implementation, data-based
decision-making, collection and analysis of student achievement data and implementation data,
research-based continuous professional development, cross-role learning and sustained effort,
management and allocation of time, and scientifically based research on instruction. The Symposium
is coordinated with the Department’s initiative on Educational Leadership.

“iSimilar efforts are underway in mathematics. Every Student Counts has focused on the
improvement of middle school mathematics instruction. Teacher and administrator representatives
from 13 lowa school districts are redesigning the instructional delivery for mathematics based upon
study of student achievement data and current research findings that have identified effective
strategies, resources and structures.

“i0ther examples of statewide systems of support include the professional development networks
and the AEAs as referenced above.

Title I schools that have been identified as schools in need of improvement have the opportunity to
participate in one of the following two options focused on implementing researched based strategies
to improve achievement sponsored by the lowa Department of Education:

Every Child Reads — This initiative is designed to help schools make decisions about effective

practices in the development of literacy rather than prescribing or promoting a specific literacy
program or model. It uses an ongoing process for gathering and analyzing feedback on the various
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actions and structures of the initiative that will provide the information necessary to make data-
based decisions about the effectiveness of the initiative and whether adjustments in the initiative’s
actions and structures need to be made.

Data Driven Leadership Training with Title I component — This initiative provides the opportunity
for lowa administrative leaders to use specific skills to make data-driven decisions. The goals of
Data Driven Leadership are to equip administrators with:
enhanced knowledge and skills for leading district/buildings in making data-driven
decisions

- specific tools and templates that are adaptable for individual contexts to lead efforts within the

district/buildings

- experience and practice needed to mentor and teach others to make data-based decisions

Sa.

Additionally, Title I Schools in Need of Improvement will receive on-site technical assistance from a
team of experts in using building level data and effective researched instructional practices.

Part Il con’t. State Activities

Schoolwide

Title | Schoolwide

SAnnually, the lowa Department of Education conducts Title | workshops at each of the AEAs
across the state for local school districts. One of the areas of focus is on effective schoolwide
planning and programming. The IDE will conduct schoolwide workshops and individual technical
assistance for newly eligible schoolwide buildings. Local schools implementing Title | schoolwide
programming are encouraged to consolidate their share of federal, state, and local funds to maximize
the academic achievement of all students.

The lowa Department of Education’s web site has legislative language and specific guidance related
to the planning and implementation of a Title I schoolwide program. Annually, the Department
conducts Title I workshops at each of the AEAs across the state for local districts. One of the areas
of focus is on effective schoolwide planning, programming, and evaluation. Because of the minimal
numbers of schools that meet the schoolwide poverty requirements, technical assistance is provided
for individual schoolwide programs as needed.

SiAn lowa Department of Education School Improvement Team (SIT) monitors all school districts
in lowa on a regular cycle. State Title | staff participate on the SIT on-site reviews and are
responsible for examining district and building Title I programs. During the on-site visits, Title |
staff monitor the implementation of the schoolwide program and provide technical support to
schoolwide schools. Additionally, Title I schoolwide schools, like all accredited schools, must have
in place content standards in reading and mathematics as described in 1h and report achievement
data annually to the IDE as described in 1c. Title I schoolwide buildings which not meeting Annual
Yearly Progress (AYP) are identified as schools in need of improvement (SINOI) and are required
to work with the IDE to develop a corrective plan of action. *"Title I schools in need of
improvement for two consecutive years have been required by the IDE to participate in intense staff
development related to scientifically researched-based reading and mathematics training.

*Local schools implementing Title I schoolwide programming are encouraged to consolidate their
share of federal, state, and local funds to maximize the academic achievement of all students. In
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addition, local district budget and accounting issues are addressed in the lowa Title | Reference
Manual. Local schoolwide buildings are required to provide information to the IDE on
consolidation of their financial resources. lowa Code does not contain any barriers that would
prohibit the schoolwide consolidation of local, state, and federal funds.

5b. Highly Qualified Teachers

SPiActivities the State will conduct to ensure that all teachers are highly qualified include continued
monitoring of school district compliance with lowa requirements that only certified teachers provide
instruction in public school classrooms. The lowa Administrative Code’s explicit requirement reads
as follows:
12.4(8) Teacher. A teacher shall be defined as a member of the instructional professional staff who holds a
license/certificate endorsed for the type of position in which employed. A teacher diagnoses, prescribes, evaluates, and
directs student learnings in terms of the school’s objectives, either singly or in concert with other professional staff
members; shares responsibility with the total professional staff for developing educational procedures and student
activities to be used in achieving the school’s objectives; supervises educational aides who assist in serving students for
whom the teacher is responsible; and evaluates or assesses student progress during and following instruction in terms
of the objectives sought, and uses this information to develop further educational procedures.
12.4(10) Record of license/certificate or statement of professional recognition. The board shall
require each administrator, teacher, support service staff member, and noninstructional professional staff member on
its staff to supply evidence that each holds a license/certificate or statement of professional recognition which is in force
and valid for the type of position in which employed.
12.4(11) Record required regarding teacher and administrative assignments. The board shall require
its superintendent or other designated administrator to maintain a file for all regularly employed members of the
instructional professional staff, including substitute teachers. The file shall consist of complete official transcripts of the
preparation of these staff members and their legal licenses/certificates or copies thereof showing that they are eligible
for the position in which employed. The official shall also maintain on file a legal license/certificate or statement of
professional recognition as defined in subrule 12.4(2) for each member of the noninstructional professional staff.
These records shall be on file at the beginning of and throughout each school year and shall be updated annually to
reflect all professional growth.
On December 1 of each year, the official shall verify to the department of education the licensure/certification and
endorsement status of each member of the instructional and administrative staff. This report shall be on forms
provided by the department of education and shall identify all persons holding conditional authorizations and their
specific assignment(s) with the conditional authorization(s).

Each school district annually reports to the Department of Education the names and licensure
information for teachers through the Basic Education Data Survey (BEDS). This information is
monitored through a desk audit on a yearly basis. Currently, no teacher can teach in lowa without
being licensed. At the same time, lowa believes that it is important to continually improve the
quality of classroom teachers. The IDE will provide assistance to school districts in developing
quality professional development strategies incorporated into their CSIPs. The AEAs will continue
to incorporate quality professional development strategies into the assistance to schools. They will
also continue to provide direct assistance to the designated schools in need of improvement. This
direct assistance is coordinated with the IDE and focuses on the development of scientifically
research based instructional strategies for classroom teachers.

The state will also continue to implement lowa Teacher Quality legislation and will work with school
districts to use the funds appropriated under Title Il to improve the professional development of
teachers, specifically in the areas of reading, mathematics, and science. These areas are selected
because of the focus of NCLB and the state requirements to establish continuous progress in these
content areas. **"Title 11 funds, along with Teacher Quality dollars, can also be used to recruit and
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retain highly qualified teachers. Teacher Quality legislation specifically addresses the recruitment
and retention issue for lowa. lowa has committed $31.2 million to improve salaries for all lowa
teachers. In addition, lowa has committed $30 million for class size reduction. Twenty million
dollars is allocated based on public school enroliments for grades K-3 as reported on the 2001-2002
BEDS report. Ten million dollars is allocated based on the number of students eligible for free or
reduced price meals as reported on the 2001-2002 BEDS report. Districts may also choose to use
Title 11 funds to provide financial incentives for recruitment and reimbursement for coursework
and/or professional development to improve the instructional skills of their teachers.

The lowa Board of Educational Examiners has recently passed alternative licensing rules to provide
for alternative licensing of secondary teachers. These rules are included in Appendix G. The State
Board of Education has also adopted alternative program approval rules to implement the teacher
intern licensing requirement.

5c. Paraprofessionals

SdiCurrently, 100% of paraprofessionals employed with Title | funds in schoolwide programs have
earned at least a high school diploma. lowa Administrative Code requires the following:

12.4(9) Educational assistant. An educational assistant shall be defined as an employee who, in

the presence or absence of an instructional professional staff member but under the direction, supervision, and control
of the instructional professional staff, supervises students or assists in providing instructional and other direct
educational services to students and their families. An educational assistant shall not substitute for or replace the
functions and duties of a teacher as established in subrule 12.4(8).

During the initial year of employment, an educational assistant shall complete staff development approved by the
board as provided in subrule 12.7(1).

12.4(8). During the initial year of employment, an educational assistant shall complete staff development approved
by the board as provided in subrule 12.7(1).

12.4(10) Record of license/certificate or statement of professional recognition. The board shall

require each administrator, teacher, support service staff member, and noninstructional professional

staff member on its staff to supply evidence that each holds a license/certificate or statement of professional recognition
which is in force and valid for the type of position in which employed.

12.4(11) Record required regarding teacher and administrative assignments. The board shall require

its superintendent or other designated administrator to maintain a file for all regularly employed

members of the instructional professional staff, including substitute teachers. The file shall consist of

complete official transcripts of the preparation of these staff members and their legal licenses/

certificates or copies thereof showing that they are eligible for the position in which employed. The

official shall also maintain on file a legal license/certificate or statement of professional recognition as

defined in subrule 12.4(2) for each member of the noninstructional professional staff. These records

shall be on file at the beginning of and throughout each school year and shall be updated annually to

reflect all professional growth.

Title I state staff has conducted inservices across the state to inform Title I coordinators of the new
requirements in NCLB. In addition, all district superintendents have been informed of the new
requirements via lowa Department of Education correspondence. The department will also provide
technical assistance to school districts on local assessments needed for reading, writing, and
mathematics.

Sdlnformation concerning paraprofessional qualifications will be collected from schools through the
Department’s BEDS on an annual report. This information will provide the baseline by which the
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state can establish the goals needed to meet the requirement of all paraprofessional qualified within
four years.

sl Additionally, paraprofessionals in lowa have the opportunity to obtain a paraeducator generalist
or area of concentration certificate by meeting specific competencies specified by the lowa Board of
Educational Examiners. (See Appendix G.) If school districts employ paraprofessionals that have a
generalist or area of concentration certificate, a school district will not have to administer the local
assessment for reading, writing, and mathematics. The requirements of the certification requirement
are considered to be a much higher bar than the local assessment requirement under NCLB.

5d. Partnerships for Improvement in Technology Use

The lowa implementation of Title 11 Part D will support LEAs with a high need for technology,
high percentages of children in poverty, and low performing schools to form partnerships with
other agencies. The goals of the lowa Title Il Part D program are as follows:

1) Establish an environment that promotes the appropriate and effective use of educational technology

2) Support and strengthen the school improvement process by facilitating effective integration of
technology in lowa schools to improve teaching and learning.

3) Improve support systems for the school improvement process through appropriate and effective
technology integration and use in lowa schools.

A compete description of the Title Il Part D proposed program can be found in Part I11 of this
application.

5e. Parental and Community Involvement

SiSchool Improvement Advisory Committees are already required at the local level as part of lowa
Code [280.12] (Appendix A) and lowa Administrative Code [CHAPTER 12] (Appendix B). This
committee must include parents as part of its membership. The school improvement advisory
committee must participate in the planning and review of the local district Comprehensive School
Improvement Plan (CSIP) that is submitted to the SEA. **"Each local school board is required
under lowa law to submit a school district report card that includes school level data (APR) to its
local community and to the state department of education. " VIn addition, Title I requires each
local district to adopt parental involvement policies, have each Title I building have on file parent
compact forms, and provide school choice and supplemental services for each school building
designated as a school in need of improvement.

The IDE is in the process of establishing access for LEAs to provide documents and communication for
parents whose first language is not English in a meaningful way.

5f. Baseline and Follow-up Data

Currently, the lowa Department of Education is working with lowa Testing Programs to secure the
baseline and follow-up data required in the ESEA accountability system for the AYP additional
academic measures. The department is also working to provide the definitions and reporting
mechanisms for the performance requirements under the rules promulgated by the USDE. The
timelines for meeting these requirements are outlined in a letter to districts distributed by the
department. (See Appendix H.)
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Part Il con’t. State Activities

Coordination

6a. Governor’s Office

62 %The collaborative working relationship between lowa’s Governor, the Honorable Tom Vilsack,
and his appointed Director of Education, Ted Stilwill, actively extends to the Governor’s staff and
all divisions of the lowa Department of Education. The compatibility and frequent contact among
staff members has included the development of this consolidated application for No Child Left
Behind. The parts of the State plan that address Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities
(Title IVA, Part 1) were developed collaboratively by the IDE and the lowa Department of Public
Health (IDPH) [Governor Thomas Vilsack’s designated agency for disbursement of the funds
reserved by the Governor]. In addition, priorities established by the lowa Drug Policy Advisory
Council, created in statute and convened by the Governor’s Office of Drug Control Policy, helped
form the basis for the strategies incorporated in the plan.

6b. Coordination and ESEA-funded Programs

Beyond coordination is the collaboration that occurs within the IDE to support young people and
community learning. The Department is an agency within the Executive Branch, under the auspices
of the State Board of Education. '“* '“2All ESEA funded programs are housed in the Division of
Early Childhood, Elementary and Secondary Education. There are four bureaus in this division.
Most of the ESEA funded programs are housed in the Bureau of Instructional Services. The Bureau
of Administration and School Improvement Services shares ESEA responsibility for compliance
functions, and the Bureau of Children, Family and Community Services shares responsibility
through the administration of Title IV and overlapping concern for children and classrooms where
both ESEA programs and the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) programs
function. The entire division meets four times each year to ascertain and coordinate the division’s
contribution to the Department of Education strategic plan which includes the performance
indicators designated by the lowa State Board of Education and which will include the performance
indicators designated by the USDE for NCLB. The bureau chiefs and division administrator meet
weekly to verify the coordination of activities. More significantly, six cross bureau teams, whose
members are purposely drawn from each of the bureaus, meet continuously to assure collaboration
in achieving the goals identified in the State Board of Education strategic plan which also support
the goals of NCLB. Current cross bureau teams are Assessment, Focus on High Schools, Reducing
the Achievement Gap, Success4, LEA-School Improvement, and Early Childhood. The programs
and activities funded by ESEA are not separate entities apart from the Department’s support of
LEAs but, more preferably, they are a part of the support available to lowa’s learners.

6C. & 6D. Coordination Activities

Coordination among state of lowa agencies that receive federal support for educational endeavors is
purposeful and effective. As indicated in part (b), above, the Division of Early Childhood,
Elementary and Secondary Education (ECESE) carries responsibility for ESEA and IDEA
programs. The division is also responsible for implementing the Head Start Act, the Adult
Education and Family Literacy Act and the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act. While the
Division of Community Colleges facilitates the Perkins VVocational and Technical Education Act, the
ECESE facilitates the oversight and compliance through school improvement visits to LEAS.
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VA3 The programs and services to address Goal 4 of the State plan (chiefly Safe and Drug-Free
Schools and Communities, Title 1V, Part A) are coordinated with the programs and services of other
state agencies, local organizations, and non-profit agencies through the following channels: the lowa
Collaboration for Youth Development (a collaboration of all youth serving state agencies and over
30 state and local youth development agencies and organizations); the lowa Tobacco Commission;
the lowa Drug Policy Advisory Council; and the lowa Department of Education’s Success4 initiative
that links the resources of IDEA Part B, At Risk Programs, Service Learning, Community
Education and Character Education. The Department of Education, along with other state
agencies, collaborates with the IDPH on implementation of the State Incentive Grant from the
Center for Substance Abuse Prevention in order to build lowa’s capacity for substance abuse
prevention in the areas of alcohol, tobacco, and marijuana. "V®¥The 21% Century Community
Learning Centers (CCLC) grant program (Title IV, Part B) is administered in collaboration with the
lowa Collaboration for Youth Development. The State Public Policy Group and current recipients
of the national 21* Century CCLC grants provide input on the development and implementation of
the state administered program.

lowa’s State Improvement Grant (SIG), funded through the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (IDEA), has become the avenue for IDE collaborative work with the Department of
Economic Development, four-year higher education institutions, community colleges, preschools,
AEAs, LEAs, disability organizations, and the Board of Educational Examiners. As a result of these
partnerships, lowa has launched several recruitment projects for teacher shortage areas, a major
literacy initiative, and a variety of programs to increase the skills of educators who work with
children with special needs.

The lowa Department of Education has been a key player in two collaborative endeavors with the
primary professional associations in the state. The associations are lowa Association of School
Boards, School Administrators of lowa, lowa State Education Association and lowa Association of
Supervision and Curriculum Development. The first endeavor, a desire to put student achievement
at the forefront of lowa policy development, has lead to affiliation with the Learning First Alliance,
which is itself, a collaborative effort by professional organizations at the national level. The second
endeavor began as the lowa Leadership Partnership and now is part of the “State Action for
Educational Leadership Project” (SAELP) funded by the Wallace Foundation. The professional
organizations are combining forces to set the pace for enhancing the policy and practice of
educational leadership.

%As a federally required method of ensuring services through IDEA, Part B, the IDE has an
interagency agreement in place with the lowa Department of Human Services (DHS). This
agreement defines the financial responsibility of DHS as the state Medicaid provider, preceding the
financial obligations of local schools for the provision of services to students with disabilities.
Membership on the state special education advisory panel includes parents of students with
disabilities, individuals with disabilities, teachers, teacher preparation institutions, representatives of
other state agencies such as the Department of Public Health, Department of Corrections,
Department of Human Services, and the Board of Regents. The advisory panel has responsibility for
providing advice regarding a broad range of issues pertaining to special education.

The lowa Council for Early ACCESS serves as lowa's federally required interagency coordinating
council for IDEA, Part C. The Council has the responsibility to advise and assist the Department of
Education as the lead agency in a variety of implementation issues for serving infants and toddlers
with disabilities, and their families. Membership on this council includes parents, public and private
providers of early intervention services, Head Start, and child care providers. The IDE is in the
process of finalizing an interagency agreement with the IDPH, the DHS, and University of lowa
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Child Health Specialty Clinics. The purpose of this collaboration is to define the fiscal and service
commitments of these signatory agencies in the comprehensive statewide interagency system that
serves infants and toddlers with disabilities, and their families.

The Office on Homelessness within the Department coordinates with multiple agencies through the
interagency taskforce on homelessness. The taskforce is made up of all agencies and county
governments addressing the issue of homelessness. A complete list of the task force is identified in
the separate state plan for the education of homeless children and youth. The department also
coordinates with the lowa Coalition for Housing and the Homeless and maintains a statewide
committee for the education of homeless children and youth which is made up of 13 members from
different organizations and agencies serving homeless children and youth their families. The
committee is fully identified in the separate state plan for the education of homeless children and
youth.

(IV A) As part of its strategy to develop demonstration sites for the research-based program of
Positive Behavior Supports, Safe and Drug-Free Schools efforts will be coordinated through
Success4 to collaborate with a national network of IHEs (University of Oregon, University of
Kansas, University of South Florida, State University of New York, University of California, and
State University of California). In addition, a collaborative effort is being carried out with lowa State
University Extension in their PROSPER project, a controlled study of the delivery system of
research to practice for science-based substance abuse and violence prevention programs.

%The state of lowa has developed the lowa Collaboration for Youth Development
(http://www.icyd.org/), to assist the Governor’s Office and state departments in building stronger
linkages between programs (public, private and non-profit) focusing on youth development and
including education and workforce preparation. As can be noted from the web site, many
organizations invest time and resources to support the goal of continually improving lowa’s youth
and future, including lowa business and industry. The Administrative Team is part of the core of
the lowa Collaboration for Youth Development.

In 1995, the Departments of Economic Development, Education, Workforce Development and the
Association of Business and Industry (ABI) formed an Administrative Team to build coordination
and/or alignment in policy, practice and developing strategies for jointly continually improving
lowa’s Workforce Preparation efforts. The community colleges are represented on this team and
the Regent institutions are being added to the membership.

Part Il con’t. State Activities

Monitoring

7. Data Utilization to Determine Progress

Previously in this application, the lowa system of education has been described. In lowa, each local
district develops content standards from national standards and other sources that best correspond
to local needs and expectations. The local school board adopts the locally developed standards.
The local community elects each local school board. Under Chapter 12 of the lowa Administrative
Code, each school district prepares a Comprehensive School Improvement Plan (CSIP) and submits
the long range (five years) planning document to the lowa Department of Education. Accreditation
is dependent upon submission of the CSIP, submission of an Annual Progress Report (APR) and
successful demonstration of compliance during regular site visits are conducted by IDE staff
members. See Appendix B for documentation of the lowa rules that outline this process. The CSIP
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incorporates the NCLB program goals while the APR includes the reporting data for the
performance measures established by the state and the local board. Each CSIP is read by a review
panel that has been trained to determine if state and federal requirements are met for the specific
programs incorporated into the plan. If the CSIP does not contain the required elements the
program consultant is required to follow-up with the district and obtain the documentation required
to meet the program requirements. "Funds for each of the programs are not released to the district
until it is determined that all program requirements are met. A review team trained to determine if
the progress needed to meet the goals has been obtained also examines results of the APR (school
report card). Currently, when a district does not meet the goals for two consecutive years, the district
is notified of the need to file corrective actions with the department. As the state implements AYP
for both school buildings and districts the same review process will occur. "Each school and district
will be notified of the expected gains according to the final guidance on AYP and review of their
local achievement data will occur on an annual basis by the department. In other parts of this plan
the department has indicated the technical support that is available through the department and the
AEA system for schools in need of improvement. It is expected that this same format for technical
support will continue through the implementation of the AYP process.

The IDE also reviews the state data that is published in the state’s annual Condition of Education
Report. This report contains the data currently required by the '94 ESEA. The IDE will include in
future Condition of Education reports all performance indicators that are required by the USDE for the
state’s report card. Although the department has not determined if all performance indicators
required by USDE rules will be included in our own Condition of Education Report, the department will
review the data on an annual basis on all performance indicators reported to the USDE to determine
if satisfactory progress is being made by the state. For those areas in which there are significant
needs, as is currently the practice, the department will provide technical assistance through the
AEAs to the LEAs. A summary of the current technical assistance activities is included in section
1c.

iThe department, in cooperation with school districts, will identify the schools in need of
improvement, corrective action, and restructuring according to the rules and regulations
promulgated by the USDE regarding AYP. At the present time the state works with school districts
to determine which schools are the most significant in need of improvement through the analysis of
their student achievement data. This analysis includes a comparison to state achievement data, trend
data for improvement, and cohort data. It is necessary for the state to allow each school district to
analyze their data through different processes since the numbers of students are significantly
different across districts. Data on student achievement are also included in the awarding of
competitive subgrants (please see the competitive grant subsection for this information) along with
high need such as percent of ELL students and poverty factors. This current year designated
schools in need of improvement are afforded two avenues for technical assistance. One avenue is
participation in the statewide Every Child Reads project. The other is participation in Data Driven
Leadership with a follow up by a technical assistance team to assist in determining specific
professional development needs based on the analysis of student achievement data. These efforts
are described elsewhere is this application. This technical assistance team will contain at least one
outside expert in reading and/or mathematics along with department members. The department will
analyze the results of these types of technical assistance models to determine future technical
assistance efforts by the department as allowed by NCLB.

The state technical assistance for data collection reporting and monitoring, in addition to that
described elsewhere in this application, will consist of the following processes:
a. Consistent procedures and definitions will be developed by the state for additional data
points required by NCLB.
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b. Technical assistance workshops by the state for the AEAs and LEASs on data collection
and analysis.

c. Establishment by the state of a student management system to ensure the consistent
reporting of new performance indicator data. Additional information on this process can
be found in Part 111, Section 10, pages XX-XX.

The No Child Left Behind legislation will require additional data points (graduation rate, for
example) and compliance factors (such as data reporting that is uniform with other states) but it
does not require a different system from the system of lowa education now in place. The focus
remains student achievement. The means continues to be continuous improvement and
increasing teacher quality. No Child Left Behind augments the lowa education system to
increase the likelihood that all lowa children will learn more, learn faster and, as young adults,
earn places as citizens, wage earners, and family members contributing to the nation’s
prosperity.
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NOTE
The following text is a October 2008 revision of the
Part III — Key Programmatic & Fiscal Information

1. Title I, Part —A — Improving Basic Programs Operated By LEAs [Goals 1,2,3,5]
section b only.

b. Annually upon completion of the AYP calculations, the IDE will allocate 95% of the
section 1003 (g) and 1003(a) funds separately to eligible LEAs based on achievement
information generated by the growth model in the lowa accountability workbook. By
looking at the achievement of individual students in each identified building, the SEA
can determine the buildings that are in greatest need of additional assistance.

Section 1003(a) and section 1003 (g) funds will be allocated separately to LEAS even
though the purposes of both will be similar. This will allow the IDE flexibility to
reallocate section 1003(a) funds if necessary, for the 2007-2008 school year there are
only twelve Title 1 LEAs identified as in need. In addition, eligible LEAs will be
allowed to use section 1003(g) funds to provide required Supplemental Education
Services (SES). Limited funds from section 1003(g) may be used for local
administrative costs associated with school improvement activities.

The criteria for determining if the projected allocation will be sufficient to support
activities include: an in-depth review of the action plan steps and a correlation with the
certified budget provided by the building.

Currently, technical assistance efforts provided by the members of the state support
team are heavily focused on professional development. While high-quality
professional development is delivered both by state support team members and other
AEA staff, additional professional development opportunities that relate to the action
plan are part of each identified LEASs action plan budget using school improvement
funds.

Because the Title I LEA action plans and School Improvement fund budgets are so
closely connected, allocations are made to buildings prior to the development of the
action plans. Many of the steps in the action plans can only be accomplished with the
accompanying School Improvement fund budgets. However, each building is directed
to focus on sustainability of efforts. Therefore the allocation of funds takes place before
the action plans are developed. The review process for evaluating each building’s
action plan will take place after the allocation process so that the review of the action
plan and budget can be correlated.

The sequence used in the Title | school improvement process is as follows:

1. Buildings receive an allocation amount following notification as a
School in Need.

2. Buildings develop action plans based on research relative to perceived
needs of the building to increase student achievement.

3. Buildings develop School Improvement budgets that support the action
plan steps.



4.  State support team facilitators evaluate plans for content, quality, research
base and compliance with federal guidance.

5. State support facilitators and state Title I director approve budgets based
on their correlation with the action plan

6. Buildings implement the plan, expend funds, receive additional technical
assistance from the state support team and ideally improve student achievement.

The lowa Department of Education will allocate a minimum of $50,000 from section
1003(a) for each participating Title I school identified as in need under NCLB.
Eligible Title I schools will then be sorted according to student population and funds
will be allocated by a formula calculated annually based on those student numbers. In
the event that an LEA has a school that is identified for both reading and mathematics,
it will receive an additional stipend that varies according to the number of set-aside
dollars and the number of students in identified schools. No LEA will receive more
than $500,000 for each participating Title | school.

As part of the allocation process for section 1003(g) funds, the IDE will require all
LEAs to meet the ”greatest commitment” assurance by agreeing up front to use data to
guide decisions regarding the implementation of school improvement strategies and
monitoring that use through the school support team providing assistance. The IDE
through the state school support team will utilize the “audit “ phase of the school
improvement process to focus on system issue such as willingness of building and LEA
to make system changes and modifying teacher assignment to help determine the LEA
level of commitment.

The IDE will use the level of identification of identified buildings (i.e. choice, SES,
corrective action, and restructuring) as the first step in the allocation of section 1003(g)
fund. Step two in the allocation process will utilize overall student proficiency,
individual student proficiency, and greatest need to determine allocation levels.

State Support Team members remain in contact with identified schools throughout the
school year to assure the action plan is implemented as designed or revised as needed.
The support team facilitators visit each identified building each year to monitor
implementation and develop a “lessons learned” document to share with the lowa Title
I Director, the lowa Director of Education and the State Support Team in their on-
going professional development.

The SEA will renew LEA’s School Improvement grant for up to two additional one
year periods if adequate funds are available and if the building shows evidence of
thorough implementation of the action plan, and student achievement growth.

Currently, funding levels make a competitive grant process for eligible LEAs
unnecessary. However in the event that a greater number of schools identified as SINA
results in a greater need for funds, a competitive grant application will be designed by
the IDE. No building will be eligible to receive an allocation of more than $500,000
from section 1003(a) or section (g) funding.

Section 1003 (g) funds may be integrated with other Title | funds received by the
eligible LEA to extend professional development activities intended to improve student
achievement and meet state AYP targets. LEAs will be allowed to carryover unused
funds from the prior fiscal year as allowed in the legislation.



Each Title I Identified school develops a School Improvement Action Plan using a
required School Action Plan Template designed and provided by the State Support
Team. Schools MUST utilize outside technical assistance to complete the audit,
diagnosis, and design (action planning) phases of the school improvement process. The
identified Title I school then participates in a peer review process and submit their
School Improvement Action Plans and budgets (part of the electronic Title |
application) to the State Title | office. State support team facilitators review the plans
and budgets to assure expenditures match the detailed action steps.



Part 111 — Key Programmatic & Fiscal Information

1. Title I, Part —-A — Improving Basic Programs Operated By LEAs [Goals 1,2,3,5]

a. *™The lowa Department of Education will reserve two (2) percent of the amount received under
subpart 2 of Title I, Part A for fiscal years 2002 and 2003. For fiscal year 2002 that amount would
total approximately $1,234,649.

The lowa Department of Education may, with the approval of local educational agencies from
which there are schools in need of improvement, reserve a portion of the school improvement
funds to provide services or activities.

b. *!School improvement funds may also be allocated to local educational agencies. When allocating
school improvement funds to schools in need of improvement priority will be given to the

lowest achieving schools;

schools that demonstrate the greatest need for such funds; and,

schools that demonstrate the strongest commitment to ensuring funds are used to enable
the lowest achieving schools to meet the goals in school improvement plans.

Any excess school improvement funds will be allocated to local educational agencies under section
1126(c).
The lowa Department of Education will reserve one (1) percent of the amount received under
Title I parts A and C to carryout administrative duties under those parts plus Title I part D.

c. *No funds will be reserved under section 1004, State administrative funds for assessment
development.

d. *¥The lowa Department of Education will notify by formal letter for three consecutive years all
schools identified as schools in need of assistance of the eligible supplemental service providers
available and the procedure to be used to determine the amount of funding under citation
1116(e)(6) and (7).

The lowa Department of Education using the criteria established in the NCLB Act will approve
eligible supplemental service providers.

The lowa Department of Education will allocate at least 95 percent of the grant received for
supplemental services under section 6113(B)(1) to local educational agencies with the lowest
achieving schools that demonstrate:

the greatest need for such funds; and,

are able to demonstrate a strong commitment to ensuring that such funds are used to provide

adequate resources to meet their school improvement goals.

Grants will be of sufficient size and scope to support activities under sections 1116 and 1117.

Grants will not be less than $50,000 and no more than $500,000 for each participating school.

The lowa Department of Education will reserve not more than five (5) percent of the grant for

administration, evaluation, and technical assistance expenses.

e. *®Formula funds awarded to lowa under section 6113(b)(1) for the development and
implementation of assessments in accordance with section 6111(1) and (2) will be used in the
following ways:

- lowa will expand and improve the current lowa Collaborative Assessment Modules (ICAM)
used by local districts to measure student achievement on meeting reading and mathematics
standards.

The lowa Department of Education will develop technical assistance for area education
agencies and local school districts to develop training documents, organize training, and
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implement regional training to document the technical adequacy of districtwide assessments
with local standards and benchmarks.

The lowa Department of Education will use funds for the augmentation of norm referenced
assessment in the area of science.

The lowa Department of Education will use funds to support personnel in the department to
implement a student information system to provide the data required under NCLB.

2. Title 1, Part B, Subpart 3 — Even Start Family Literacy [Goals 1,2,5]

Even Start: Performance Indicators by Program

732 performance Criteria: Local programs will meet the state indicators of quality in four program
areas. A complete copy of the goals, indicators, criteria and data requirements specifies the
requirements for subgrantees for the integrated family literacy services. (>**'See Appendix D.)

a. 1Al programs must document progress in program goal areas including criteria for staff
qualifications, high quality site environment, finance and data systems, and intensity of services,
enrollment, partnerships and participant achievement of outcomes. The State may ***refuse to
award funds to a program if the program has not met the performance indicators (developed under
section 1240 of Title 1, Part B, and Sub-part 3 of the No Child Left Behind Act) and when, after
technical assistance, improved program quality is not demonstrated. *%" >*A startup period of 3-6
months is allowable during the first year of a 4-year grant period to secure competent staff.
Currently funded projects are eligible to apply for additional four-year funding periods in
competition with new applicants. *=?*Existing projects will be reviewed for continuation grants
based upon demonstrated success on the indicators of quality. The projects that meet 50% - 74%
of the indicators are given continuation awards with the expectation that they will have a plan for
improvement using the most recent data from their program. The goals and objectives follow:
GOAL:
lowa Even Start programs will work to assist participants in improving their lives by offering
educational opportunities for low-income families through a unified family literacy program that
integrates early childhood, adult, and parenting education.

- Objective I. Even Start Programs will integrate adult, child, and family components to provide
high quality family literacy programs.
Obijective 11: Even Start programs in the state of lowa will create school, family, community,
and educational partnerships.
Obijective 111. Even Start Programs in the State of lowa will address the needs of diverse
populations.
- Objective IV: Operate a high quality center-based program (where applicable)
GOAL:
Children will develop social, emotional, aesthetic and artistic, physical and intellectual skills along a
developmental continuum and be involved in literacy activities designed to strengthen reading,
writing, speaking, listening and communicating to improve their chances of achieving success in
school and life.
Obijective I: Children will acquire social, emotional, aesthetic and artistic, physical and cognitive
skills.
Obijective 11: Children will engage in quality, developmentally appropriate activities designed to
move them toward meeting their full potential.
GOAL:
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Families will participate in interactive activities that will strengthen literacy skills, will work toward
strengthening connections with other families, the school, and the community, and will gain
knowledge about family relationships including parenting skills.

Obijective I: Families will engage in quality interactions.

Obijective 1. Families will engage in family literacy activities to strengthen literacy skills.

b. *#iSufficient progress means full implementation of the four components and state indicators of
quality to a level of 75% for each of the indicators. 2" *2°V|_ocal evaluation must document the
use of program data for continuous program improvement and each program must have a plan for
improvement. 2% *2V[State standards for the purpose of early childhood learning outcomes are
the national Head Start Child Outcomes framework including nine domains of learning.] The
program staff and the local evaluator and the state coordinator will design an action plan for
program improvement for each performance indicator not met. The action plan must include
quality improvement strategies, outcomes, method of evaluation, and the name of the staff
member responsible for implementing the plan.

¢. *#iFamilies will receive an educational approach based on knowledge of parenting skills, increased
adult education, and increased knowledge of family literacy styles based on scientific research.

d. ¥4 ¥ The State of lowa has been allocated $1,263,554. **""The state administration allocation is
$75,813 which is 6% of the state grant. ***One half of the total amount ($37,906) is used for state-
level technical assistance to Even Start subgrantees and the implementation of the state’s Even
Start indicators of quality. The administrative costs pay for 1 part-time [.30] Even Start state
coordinator and associated costs with in-state travel and out of state travel for Even Start program
administration. The state agency will monitor, support external evaluation of program
environments, provide training in family literacy styles and provide support for programs in the use
of data to improve program outcomes. The strategies listed below will be used to accomplish these
functions:

rlvistatewide Even Start meetings

Coordination with other state and national conferences
External technical assistance

On line support

Mentoring

Site specific technical assistance for low performing projects

2-3a Neglected or Delinquent sub-grant timeline

Because the state receives a minuscule amount of funds for the program the state chooses to allocate
the funds directly by formula, not through a competitive process, to the two eligible state agencies.
This allocation is based on the formula caseload numbers reported by each eligible institution. This
report is made to the IDE each fiscal year by November, 30. When the state receives the final
allocation in the spring from the USDE, allocations are determined using the formula caseload
numbers. The state notifies the eligible entities of the estimated allocation and the application process.
After the state department approves an application from each eligible institution, funds are released by
July 1.

This same timeline is used for LEA neglected and delinquent facilities eligible for funds except the
LEAs are responsible for submitting the caseloads.

2-3b Neglected or Delinquent sub-grant selection criteria
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Criteria for sub-grant selection is based only on the criteria described in section 1414 for state agency
applications and in section 1423 for LEA applications. The state reviews each application for
adherence to the criteria and determines if the eligible institutions have met the criteria and then
allocates the allowable funds.

3. Title I, Subpart C — Education of Migrant Children [Goals 1,2,5]

a.  '“*The lowa Migrant Education Program Office will be convening work sessions to develop a
comprehensive needs assessment document. Currently, we are using the 1994 version of the
Preliminary Guidance for the Title 1, Part C Migrant Program (MEP) as a source document for the
identification and recruitment of, eligibility determination for, and provision of services to migrant
students in lowa. The Preliminary Guidance... is currently being revised at the federal level. We will
use the revised document as a resource when the lowa needs assessment document is developed. '
“%Special attention will be paid to the guidance on student and system needs matched with
scientifically based research, and identifying the data sources likely to be useful. Membership on
the work groups will include state staff, local MEP staff and a representative from the Office of
Migrant Education at the U.S. Department of Education. The timeline will be developed upon
receipt of guidance from the USED.

b. '“"'“8Local districts may use a variety of assessments to diagnose migrant students’ skills and
needs. Nearly all of the local MEP programs (exceptions are the summer migrant programs
since these students are usually present in the district only during the summer) use the
ITBS/ITED with migrant students and provide accommodations when needed. Districts can
utilize their MEP allocations to provide regular school year and summer school sessions for
migrant students. Allowable activities include academic, health and social services. lowa migrant
education program provide multiple opportunities for all migrant students to achieve
academically and to meet the same challenging learning goals that all students must meet.
Middle and high school age students are expected to enroll in school and to meet the same
graduation requirements as other students. Several districts offer intensive academic services
during both regular and summer sessions to assist the older student overcome language
barriers. Other districtstry to schedule language, reading and math classes in the evening to
accommodate the working student. lowa isworking with the Texas Migrant Interstate
Project to assist Texas-based migrant high school studentsin taking the exit level TAAS. In
addition, active parent involvement must be a key component of all migrant programming.

c. ‘o512 MEP funding is awarded to local districts with migrant student populations of five- (5)
% or more of the district enrollment. Districts receive a basic allocation that is based on the
number of migrant students identified during their initial funding year. Additional monies are
awarded yearly to districts with increasing numbers of migrant students with allocations based
on a per pupil amount. Districts with decreasing numbers of migrant students will have their
allocations reduced on a per pupil cost basis. Summer school programs are awarded a higher
pupil amount because those students are currently enrolled. Summer school sessions focus
learning activities on the assessed needs of the students. Most of lowa’s summer migrant
students are here for the summer only, so extensive assessment of their academic skills is
made early in the session. Some of the summer students have been present during the
regular school year so their learning activities can be extensions of subject areas where they
need additional work or enhancements of subjects in which they’ve been successful. In
addition, local community agencies will partner with schools to provide field trips and other
opportunities for students to practice language and social skills.
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Ic-13 1| owa is involved in the development of an interstate project for the electronic transfer
of migrant student academic and health records. This project is being facilitated through the
leadership of the Pennsylvania MEP. Several states using the M1S2000 data processing
program are participating in this project. '“**Within lowa, districts share information relating
to migrant students with other schools as the students move to new locales. Currently, lowa
school districts assist migrant parents in completing a form to request that the school records
from their child(ren)’s prior school be sent to lowa. Translators or interpreters are usually
available to assist families who are in need of language assistance. lowa districts will send
copies of student records to the student(s)’s next school only upon receipt of a parental
request form. Records are usually sent through the regular postal service for both intrastate
and interstate transfer.

'“*Title 1, Part C — Migrant Education Subgrant Process

i) '“Subgrants are awarded in the spring and funds are disbursed the following January
and March. Final payments are made in the summer.

ii) '“"The formula accounts for numbers and needs of migratory children, the statutory
priorities for service and the availability of other funds.

iii)  '“'2See part c) above

iv)  '“'The Migrant Education Program was included in the state-level coordination of
both federal and state programs

v) '“19%The effectiveness of the migrant education program will be evaluated by reviewing
the achievement data of migrant students in grades 4, 8, and 11. Migrant students will
participate in the same testing situations as all lowa students as indicated by federal law.
Achievement data for migrant students will be disaggregated by subgroup.

vi) '“22]owa’s MEP 2002-03 allocation is $1,674,993. '“*One (1) % will be retained by the
state Title I office for administrative uses including professional development, materials,
training and travel.

4. Title 1, Part D — Children and Youth who are Neglected, Delinquent, or At-Risk [Goals
1,2,5]

a.

%%The goals of the delinquent institution focus on the improvement of reading and
mathematics as measured by pre- and post- assessment on standardized test measures.
“The performance indicators state that students will make one month’s growth for each
month in the program. The state receives miniscule support for this program and chooses to
focus the program on reading and mathematics skill development.

3-

*4iData are collected by delinquent facilities relative to number of eligible participants and
number of participants disaggregated by required categories. Each year state delinquent
institutions submit a report to the SEA summarizing the academic achievement of program
participants.

$-4av 4bi 4ipart D funds are used to improve student educational skills at local and state
institutions in reading, mathematics or study skills that will allow students returning to their
local school to transition back into the classroom setting successfully, as well as those
students who will be entering postsecondary education or technical training programs.

4b. Transition of children and youth from correctional facilities.
The following transition technical assistance is provided by the state:
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a) Applications must address transition activities and the state provides guidance to
institutions on activities permissible.
b) The IDE’s Title I reference manual provides assistance for transition.
c) Each spring, workshis are held by the state which include assistance for eligible agincies
in planning for transition and preparing applications.
d) On-site assistance is provided when the state determiines that an on-site visit is
necessary and/or a regular basis.
4b. Reservation of funds under section 1418
15% of the funds allocated to the state are used to provide the technical assistance for the
reference manual, workshops, and on-site visits.

5. Title I, Part F—Comprehensive School Reform [Goals 1,2,5]

a. The purpose of Comprehensive School Reform is to improve student achievement by
supporting the implementation of comprehensive school reforms based on scientifically
based research effective practices so that all children, especially those in low-performing,
high poverty schools, can meet challenging State content and academic achievement
standards.

'F2The Program is built on the premise that unified, coherent and integrated strategies for
individual school improvement, knitted together into a comprehensive design, will work
better than the same strategies implemented in isolation from each other.

Comprehensive School Reform components are listed below:

another grant funding opportunity will be announced this summer on the lowa
Department of Education Web site under “grants”

Grants will be due in the fall of 2002
Grant amounts for a building school reform will be between $50,000 and $75,000

Competitive scoring will favor schools with high poverty, low student achievement and
high drop out rates
Enough funding is available for approximately 10 to 12 schools
This grant is part of the Federal Title legislation and is intended to fund professional
development in an individual school that plans to “reform” some schoolwide
practice/skill that will positively impact student achievement
Each word in the title of this legislation/grant help define the intentions of the grant:
- Comprehensive = the reform/change should include most or all of the staff
- School = the grant must target an individual school
- Reform = each school must adopt a “model” for reform, the model may be one of
many established models or a locally developed model.
All eleven required components are part of the grant application. If a school does not write
a plan addressing how each component will be implemented, the school will not be
considered for funding.
1) Grants readers score each of the eleven components when reading the grants.
2) Once funded, each school will submit an evaluation based on the eleven components
3) The CSR State Coordinator or designee will visit each school each year to evaluate the
implementation of the eleven components.

b. 1FbThe lowa Department of Education will collect student proficiency data from each school
based on either the ITBS or ITED. After this information is collected in reading/language
arts and mathematics the percentage of schools with increasing numbers of students meeting
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or exceeding the proficient level can be determined. In schools awarded Comprehensive
School Reform grants ITBS/ITED student percentile results in Mathematics and Reading
will be compiled. The results will be categorized as follows:

Low Performance Category =0 - 40
Medium Performance Category = 41 - 89
High Performance Category = 90+

Schools will submit the results annually and be prepared to show data dissagregated by race,
gender, poverty, English Language Learner, and disability. The goal will be to reduce the
percent of students in the low performance category and increase the number of students
performing in the high performance category.

6. Title Il, Part A—Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting Fund [Goals 1,2,3,5]

a. The description of current state policy, practice, and implementation strategies relevant to
highly qualified teachers and paraprofessionals is also detailed and complete in Part 11, 3 of
this application. Additional information regarding these areas include:

1.

4.

SoilIA21owa school district accreditation code and administrative code require students to
be instructed by teachers who have demonstrated the knowledge and skills necessary for
obtaining an lowa license for the professional’s area of specialty. A school district
cannot employ a teacher who is not licensed to teach. lowa school districts are required
to report annually on the status of all professionals employed to teach or administer in
an lowa school. Therefore, all current teachers in lowa are licensed to teach — this is
monitored through the BEDS reporting system on an annual basis and through the on-
site school improvement visits.

Siilowa is also ensuring that all future teacher graduates from lowa preparation
institutions will be highly qualified. lowa teacher education programs are required to
develop and implement an assessment system for performance-based teacher licensure.
Each program is currently implementing this performance-based system according to the
rules of the State Board of Education. The assessment system for each preservice
institution approved by the State Board must be a comprehensive and integrated set of
evaluation measures that provide information through on-going assessment of the
teacher candidate performance in content and performance skills outlined in the
licensing standards.

%illowa has legislated and is implementing an extensive Teacher Quality program focused
on increased student achievement. The elements of the program address district and
individual career development plans that incorporate high quality professional
development, performance evaluation for practicing teachers based upon lowa teaching
standards, increased compensation for teachers, and required mentoring and induction
programs developed at each school district for all teachers new to the profession. 3" "
The professional development design that incorporates sustained, intensive, and
classroom-focused components is described in Part | of this application. "**The
compensation and induction programs are implemented to assist in the recruitment and
retention of lowa teachers. lowa’s commitment to increased student achievement and
professionals who are continuously learning preceded No Child Left Behind yet is
entirely compatible with the legislation’s requirements for Title II.

All lowa paraprofessionals in Title | schools have earned a high school diploma. Many
have Bachelor degrees. The Department of Education will ascertain in 2002 — 2003 the
educational attainment of paraprofessionals working in all schools. Currently,
paraprofessionals are required to participate in training programs provided by AEAs that
assure knowledgeable and prepared adults to assist in the delivery of instruction. Please
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see additional information included in Part | of this application.

b. *3The lowa accreditation process previously discussed in Part I of this application will

ensure full implementation of Section 1119(a)(2) which, calls for highly qualified staff and
Section 9101(34) which defines professional development.

A4 1I-5The lowa Board of Regents and the lowa Department of Education have an ongoing
collaborative relationship in the support of Mathematics and Science teachers’ professional
development. The Title 11 A allocation in lowa for F.Y 03 permits $1,103,494 to be divided
equally between the Board of Regents for partnerships and the Department of Education for
state activities. "***Additionally, the Board of Regents is allowed the greater of the prior
year’s administrative allocation or five (5) percent of the F.Y. 03 allocation for partnerships
for administrative purposes. "***Five percent of the F.Y. 03 allocation, ($551,747 X’s 0.05)
$27,587, is less than the prior year’s allotment for administrative purposes. Accordingly, the
Department of Education will forward $27,754 to the Board of Regents to offset
administrative expense.

7. Title I, Part D — Enhancing Education Through Technology [Goals 1,2,3]

a.

VISION: To improve teaching and learning for all lowa learners through the appropriate
use of educational technology.

209 Goal 1: Establish an environment that promotes the appropriate and effective use of
educational technology.

2I>00pjective 1a: In collaboration with the area education agencies, provide leadership

and guidance for on-going technology planning and integration

» Provide support services for lowa schools designed to improve technology planning.

> Provide leadership and support for technology integration strategies in lowa schools.

» Support the consolidation of state and federal initiatives for LEA technology
planning and integration in lowa schools.

> Anticipate that the next leap in online learning that will be of unprecedented learner-
centered, Internet-facilitated forms of interaction, support in lowa schools the
imagination and vision of faculty and staff who will teach, support, and encourage
student success in an Internet-mediated learning environments.

Obijective 1b: Provide leadership for the integration of technology planning into the

overall school improvement process

> 2'PYprovide examples of exemplary school improvement activities that include the
integration of technology planning.

> In collaboration with area education agencies, provide support services to assist lowa
schools with integration of technology planning into their school improvement
process.

> Provide leadership for the effective use of information technologies to obtain,
analyze and distribute information in ways that can improve school operations.

2ID-SGoal 2: Support and strengthen the school improvement process by facilitating effective
integration of technology in lowa schools to improve teaching and learning

Obijective 2a: Build technology competence in the educational community

> 2P0 Coordinate the integration of technology initiatives within the overall school
improvement processes and initiatives.

> Promote awareness of the potential impact of technology in improving the teaching
and learning process.

71



Support and strengthen opportunities for staff development in the effective uses of
technology.

Develop an administrative leadership program that supports the role of technology
in the school improvement process.

Obijective 2b: Support the development and implementation of technology-supported
curricula and activities that improve conditions for learning

>

>
>

2ID-10 g pport and strengthen the development and implementation of effective
technology-rich curricula, especially in mathematics, science, and language arts.
Support the development of technology projects that enable effective pedagogy.
Support and strengthen instructional methodologies that improve the effectiveness
of instruction for all students through the use of technologies than enhance research,
productivity, communication, and problem solving.

Support the integration of technology into content benchmarks and standards.
Support the development of assessment tool for the evaluation of the effectiveness
of technology integration into the curricula and instruction.

Support the continuation and expansion of state initiatives within the LEA
Comprehensive School Improvement Plans such as: the mentor/induction program,
establishment of centers of excellence, evaluator training, and the establishment of a
virtual high school to improve the learning environment within the state of lowa.

Objective 2c: Assess the statewide impact of technology on improving teaching and
learning

>

>

>
>

210 Assist in the development of district assessment strategies, which can gauge the
impact of technology on improving teaching and learning.

Assist in the development of district assessment strategies, which can gauge the
impact of technology on changing the ways students learn.

Collect, analyze and report the impact of such strategies.

Support the use of technology in the acquisition, analysis, and use of student
achievement data in ways that can provide useful information for teacher, school,
and district.

Obijective 2d: Assist schools in acquiring and using technology hardware and software
resources

>

>

21510 proyide leadership and support for strategies that will provide long-term
resources for educational technology acquisition in lowa.

Provide leadership and support to assure that all classrooms will have the technology
tools and systems necessary to be connected to each other and the outside world.
Support strategies that assure quality software will be an integral part of the
curriculum.

Provide leadership and support to assure that all students and faculty will have access
to technology tools including computer, audiovisual, and related electronic hardware
and appropriate software.

2ID-% Goal 3: Improve support systems for the school improvement process through appropriate

and effective technology integration and use in lowa schools

Obijective 3a: Assist with improving technology support systems at the district level

>

Strengthen the development of technical support at the local level that is on-site and
people-oriented.
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» Support district level strategies that result in effective use of technology at the
building, classroom, and learner levels.

» Support improved communications between districts and the general public and
parents specifically about appropriate roles of technology in the school improvement
process.

» Support technology integration between home and school.

> Support district level technology deployment strategies, which will promote equity of
access to technology among all learners.

Objective 3b: Strengthen technology support systems

» Strengthen and support improved technology planning, implementation, integration,
and evaluation activities and services for lowa schools by Area Education Agencies
Strengthen and support services offered to lowa schools by higher education
institutions.

» Provide leadership for state education organizations in their support for technology
acquisition and integration in lowa schools.

> Support and strengthen improved teacher preservice preparation in educational
technology.

> Promote the development of effective partnerships between schools area education
agencies, libraries and other educational agencies to improve technology planning,
acquisition, and use.

Objective 3c: Improve and extend support for technology in lowa schools by business

and industry

» Promote the development of effective partnerships between schools and the private
sector to improve technology planning, acquisition and use.

» Strengthen communications between business and industry and schools concerning
the technology literacy skills needs and career preparation required by lowa’s rapidly
changing workplace.

> Support opportunities for business and industry to provide direct support for
technology-based teaching and learning in lowa schools

b. Educational technology includes new generations of instructional tools and approaches that
are already beginning to revolutionize the teaching and learning process in the State of lowa.
Effective use of emerging technology-based teaching and learning tools can accommodate
student individual learning styles; promote independent, self-directed learning; and provide
immediate access to information resources throughout the world. Teachers also can have at
their command powerful teaching tools and global information resources. Through the use
of these tools, students and teachers can have access to educational resources throughout the
district and beyond. In addition the state needs to better examine the impact of all its past
and future endeavors to integrate technology into the schools. While computers have made
their presence felt in the classrooms in many parts of the state, the question that needs to be
asked is, “Has this made any discernable difference in the way we teach and learn?”
Assessment of how technology has fundamentally impacted our learning and teaching needs
to be addressed.

Also, as we enter an era with ever more rapid technological change, we need to prepare
students to become lifelong learners. Technology can help to achieve this. Communication
networks can help extend the educational environment beyond the bricks and mortar of the
schoolhouse and into the community. Parents, community organizations, business and
industry, libraries, and other schools and colleges will all play an adjunct role in this new
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learning environment. The use of educational technology also allows students to learn to use
today the communications tools that will be an integral part of their working and living
environment tomorrow.

2Ib-The E2T2 proposal is focused around six state initiatives that are focused on improving
student achievement in the state. The funds retained by the state will be used to address the
following:

Provide adequate support of the various state initiatives for the improvement of:

Reading (language arts), Mathematics and Science,

Teacher/Administrator Induction/mentor program,

Evaluator training,

Centers of excellence,

Expand high school opportunities through the lowa Virtual High School

]

o m
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These six initiatives are aligned with the goals of NCLB as they will support all students
including Limited English proficient reaching high standards. The goal of the state has
always been that our students are taught by certified staffs who are highly qualified and
motivated. Several of these initiatives will further implement this goal.

The performance indicators for technology are included in the checklist for CSIP and APR.
The performance indicators are: All students’ achievement in reading and mathematics,
including technology literacy, is improved through the use of technology; Teachers
effectively use technology and research-based practices to support student learning;
Technology is integrated throughout the curriculum. (See page 30)

2I>-2provide support for high-need LEAs and schools in need of improvements (SINOI) as
they incorporate state initiatives into their Comprehensive School Improvement Plans
(CSIP). These high-need and SINOI schools will be the main target for SEA efforts.
Linking these schools to better performing LEASs, and allowing the benefits of association
with their teachers and best practices will help the SINOI improve the implementation of
their CSIP.

Low Performing Schools

School identified under Title I as being in Need of Improvement.

Problem:

Providing adequate support of the various state of lowa initiatives for the
improvement of: Reading (language arts), Mathematics and Science,
induction/mentor program, evaluator training, and explore the possibilities
and impact of virtual high schools for the state. This would be especially
true for high-need LEAs and schools in need of improvement which would
be the main target for the departments efforts as well as linking these
schools to what are determined to be our better performing LEAs, teachers
and best practices to help them improve and implement their
Comprehensive School Improvement plans.

Limited DE personnel and resources - travel time and out of office time
Maintenance of the integrity of the various initiatives with “just in time”
support for implementation

Building the capacity of others educators to maintain the initiative beyond
its time frame and apply this model to other areas of identified needs.

Proposal:

To explore the use of technology — especially video conferencing over IP - to
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sustain and expand department initiatives. The department would focus on the
acquisition of bandwidth and IP video conferencing units to support the
methodology of the proposal.

Methodology: | With the introduction of technology — video conferencing units and net
meeting, and other hardware and software the following activities will take place
to support the various state initiatives:
= Site to site support
= Person to person interaction in the various components of each initiative.
= Teacher to teacher interaction in the various components of each initiative.
= AEA/LEA/SEA mentors to teacher interaction in the various components
of each initiative.

= DE staff to teacher and AEA mentors interaction in the various
components of each initiative.

= Interaction between DE, teachers and AEA mentors in both synchronize
and asynchronous

= Distribution of examples of best practice activities with notations from the
department’s video server.

= Outcomes might include but not limited to improved leadership within
schools as principals and others interact over the systems. Just in time
delivery of leadership skills in understanding what effective teaching would
like in real classrooms.

Evaluation of Impact (but not limited to)

= Student achievement data both from norm-referenced and diagnostic
testing as reported in each LEA’s Annual Progress Report

= Implementation data

= DE site visit data

= Time usage data of video conferencing

= Survey of current teacher involved in of each initiative

= Survey of involved AEA consultants

= Survey of DE staff involved in of each initiative

Benefits (but not limited to):

= Teacher reflections

= Coaching in a “just in time model” with access to best practices.

= Reductions in travel and travel time by DE staff

= Increase interaction between teachers, mentors and DE staff

= Coaching done both synchronize and asynchronous

= Easier expansion and maintenance of initiatives

= More efficient and timely access for teachers

= Units are portable and may be moved from place to place

= Potential to apply to other DE initiatives

AIB-18q - The state will conduct an application process for formula and for competitive

components available under this legislation. The applications will incorporate the following:

Proposed
Goal:

To change the way teachers teach and students learn through the utilization of
technology to enhance student learning. Focus all of the organizational efforts of
each region on an agreed upon area. All LEAs will form partnerships with other
LEAs, AEAs, IHE (institutions of higher education), and private businesses.
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The intent of the effort is to create resources of such a magnitude as to make the
improvement efforts practical. The application must focus on one of the
identified state initiatives that relate to the LEA’s identified need.

Intent:

To benefit high-need and low performing schools. Focus of these and other
resources on those identified schools. Utilize all available resources including
financial, technological and human of the LEAs, AEAs and SEA to assist these
schools. This needs to be tied to student learning outcomes and specific
standards.

Focus area:

A. Schools deficient in mathematics, reading, or science and/or linked to the
various State initiatives (Teacher Quality, the Mentoring and Induction
program, Evaluator Training, virtual high schools, Centers of Excellence,
best practices)

B. High Need: Whether the award is made to a “high-need LEA’ or eligible
local partnership” the focus of the grant will be on addressing the needs of
a high need LEA.

Focus on instructional practice

Tied to student learning outcomes — long range

Focus on learning about integration, but also provide opportunities for
skill development.
Coaching and support number of sessions conducted.

Related to the teacher quality criteria.

C. Funds must not be use to supplant but must supplement. This will be
determined through the examination of the last three years of LEA’s
technology acquisition and have the LEA submit a statement how their new
application is different.

D. Each LEA as part of its formula’s application and the application for the
competitive grant to the SEA must demonstrate that the LEA’s CSIP
contains the following:

Strategies for improving academic achievement and teacher effectiveness
Goals —student learning goals district standards and benchmarks

Steps to increase accessibility

Promotion of curricula and teaching strategies that integrate technology
Professional development

Technology type and costs

Coordination with other resources — educational technology funds and
other resource

Integration of technology with curricula and instruction

Innovative delivery strategies

Parental involvement

Collaboration with adult literacy service providers.

Accountability measures

Supporting resources

Evaluation

211D- 8Data from APR, CSIP and BEDS reports will provide feedback on the
success or failure of the state strategies to improve student achievement. This
will be published in the department’s annual condition of Education report. All
data will be analyzed by the department to determine the effectiveness of the
strategies on improving teaching and learning throughout the state. Ten (10)
percent of the first year’s grant will be used to develop an evaluation process
including assessment instruments for all AEA’s and UEN regarding utilization,
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effectiveness and integration of technology into the curriculum.

Professional
Development

At least 25% funding must be spent on professional development. This applies
to both the Formula and the competitive component.

8. Title 111, Part A—English Language Acquisition and Language Enhancement [Goals

1,2,3,5]

821 The Jowa Department of Education, under guidance provided by the Office of English
Language Acquisition (OELA) and the National Clearinghouse, will identify program models
that reflect scientifically based research on the education of limited English proficient
children. The State Education Agency (SEA) will provide the information the Area
Education Agencies (AEAS) and post such scientifically based research models in the lowa
Department of Education (IDE) web page. In addition, training will be provided to AEAS
to familiarize them with these models and effective ways to implement the models. The
AEAs will then provide training to LEAs. ""®?|_LEAs will have the flexibility to select among
the models that best serve their student population and the resources available to meet their
needs.

In submitting the consolidated application, AEAs/LEAs will be required to describe the
models/programs currently used (with a self-study assessment of their programs) and how
they will adopt the scientifically based research models. There are no state laws that mandate
any particular models that schools much follow in serving the English language learners'
population.

1851 The lowa Department of Education will establish an ELL Task Force. This group will
consist of representatives from AEAs/LEAs, Institutions of Higher Education, and
consultants knowledgeable in limited English proficiency standards to establish a State
evaluation plan and timeline for assisting LEASs in the evaluation of their annual measurable
achievement objectives for limited English proficient children.

The lowa Department of Education believes that school districts should have the flexibility
to identify and administer language assessment tests that address the four domains of
language. The IDE will provide a list of assessment tools for AEAs/LEAs to select from
according to their needs.

1821y identifying the adequate yearly progress for limited English proficient children, the
IDE will:

Work with major publishers of language assessment tests to help establish the annual
expected gains of limited English proficient children on each test.

Conduct workshops with the AEAs/LEASs on the expected gains as identified by each of
the major test publishers of language assessment tests.

Conduct workshops on the administration and scoring of language assessment tests.

Districts will be required to:

Annually assess their limited English proficient students with a language assessment test
that assesses the four domains of speaking, reading, writing, and listening.

Assessments must be normed for ELL students and be valid and reliable.
Use State identified test(s) to assess limited English proficient students.
Meet the expected gains established by the state
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For districts who want to use their district developed assessment systems, they will need

to submit quantifiable evidence of the annual expected gains for each of their subtests.

For the first reporting year, school districts will report the following:

- The number of limited English proficient students

- The measures used to assess the four domains of language

- The percent of limited English proficient students meeting the annual expected gains
or as quantified by the district on locally developed tests.

LEAs will report the adequate yearly progress in their annual reports.

C. Estimated SEA allocation = $1,737,245
NiE-ISE A activities (5% or 175,000) = $175,000
1829506 to AEAS/LEAs for ELL

80% = $1,327,908;
18d-11 504 immigrant = $234,337

The lowa Department of Education will reserve $175,000 for SEA activities under the
following categories:
- Professional Development — 10%

Planning, Evaluation, Interagency coordination, Administration — 80%

Technical Assistance — 10%

Recognition to subgrantees (none)

d. Percentage of state allotment for Immigrant Children = 15% ($234,337)

e. 181 The most recent data available on the number of immigrant children and youth: Each
school district with limited English proficient children was sent a survey in March of 2002.
Districts were asked to identify the number of immigrant children enrolled as of April 30™.
Based on this data, the number of immigrant children enrolled in lowa schools for 2001-
2002 school year is 6,255.

8111 awarding subgrants, the state will equally consider eligible entities that have limited or
no experience in serving immigrant children and youth. LEAs with immigrant children,
applying for subgrants, will be asked to document significant growth. "Significant growth
will be defined based on the enroliment data of the last two years, the percent of growth
(5%), and the need for hiring staff to provide direct services to immigrant students.

f. "8 Number of limited English proficient students on the 2001-2002 school year = 13,337.
Those AEAs/LEAs not eligible because of the number of students will be ask to form
consortia in order to satisfy the required $10, 000 allocation.

g. 8g1 82T he most recent data on the number of immigrant children and youth is from
2001-2002 school year = 6,255 K-12; 531 eligible at Community Colleges for a total of 6,786.

9. Title IV, Part A — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities [Goal 4]
a. 'VAMThis Title IVA section of the lowa consolidated state application represents a joint

effort of the lowa Department of Education and the lowa Department of Public Health,
designated by Governor Thomas Vilsack, the state’s Chief Executive Officer, to distribute
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the Governor’s portion of these Safe and Drug-Free Schools funds. The strategies described
below will be priorities for use of these funds.

Key Strategies:

WA1L2The focus of state level activities for lowa’s Safe and Drug-Free and Communities is on
building the capacities of the state’s area education agencies, local school districts, and their
communities to provide programs and practices that effectively prevent substance abuse and
violent behavior, foster positive youth development, and create environments in schools and
communities that are safe, drug-free, and promote learning. The strategies listed below
represent the unified planning of the lowa Department of Education (SEA portion) and the
lowa Department of Public Health (governor’s reserve).

WALL VA CONTENT KNOWLEDGE AND SKILL DEVELOPMENT

. Strategy: Promote and support science-based positive youth development programs and
practices in preventing substance abuse and violent behavior, reducing the prevalence of
risk factors, increasing the prevalence of protective factors/buffer/assets, and fostering
safe, drug-free environments conducive to learning.
Strategy: Develop and support a cadre of sites for the demonstration of the science-
based violence prevention practices of Positive Behavioral Supports.
Strategy: Provide training and technical assistance within and across systems to AEAS,
LEAs and communities in the implementation of the above-described programs and
practices based on an assessment of local needs.
Strategy: Provide support and technical assistance to schools and communities on the
meaningful involvement of youth and parents in the planning, implementation, and
evaluation of their youth development, violence and substance abuse prevention
programs and practices.

IVAL4 VAL CONTINUOUS IMPROVEMENT PROCESS AS EMBODIED BY THE

PRINCIPLES OF EFFECTIVENESS
Strategy: Provide training and technical assistance to communities and schools in the
implementation of the Principles of Effectiveness with particular emphasis on: 1) the
analysis of local data on the incidence and prevalence of substance abuse and violent
behaviors and the prevalence of risk and protective (buffers/assets) factors; 2) the
selection of programs and/or activities that are based on scientifically based research; 3)
the use of performance measures (including outcome measures) in the monitoring of
program implementation and effectiveness); and 4) the use of performance measures to
refine, strengthen, and improve the programs and practices implemented.
Strategy: Monitor the progress of schools and communities toward successful
implementation of the Principles of Effectiveness through desk audits and on site
visitation. The SEA will carry out an annual state-level analysis of locally developed
plans and reports of progress on LEA performance indicators and conduct on-site
monitoring visits in 20% of LEAs annually on a rotating basis. lowa Department of
Public Health (IDPH) will visit grant recipients annually to assess and analyze
implementation of the sub-grantees’ work plans and to assist them to meet their stated
performance measures. Quarterly and year-end reports are required by both agencies.

IVA14 VA1 SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT
Strategy: Provide technical assistance to communities and schools in the application of
capacity building strategies that are based on scientifically-based research, e.g., change
management, leadership development, social marketing, etc.
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b.

Strategy: Work collaboratively to embed positive youth development and prevention
approaches into state policy.

Strategy: Collaborate within and across state agencies to integrate federal and state
planning and implementation requirements imposed on schools and communities and to
encourage their braiding of state, federal, and local funding in order to facilitate and
promote comprehensive school and community youth development and prevention
planning.

Strategy: Work collaboratively across state agencies to collect and provide data needed
for planning to local schools and communities for their use in developing local programs
and accessing funding from multiple state and federal programs.

Strategy: To the extent possible, model the involvement of parents and youth in state
level planning and promote the practice locally.

Strategy: Promote the adoption by school districts and communities of a science-based
youth development/prevention model/framework, e.g. risk-protective factors, asset
development, resiliency, or the social development model

Fund distribution:

93% of the 80% of lowa’s allotment of SDFSC funds will be distributed to lowa’s LEAS
in amounts calculated using the formula designated in Section 4114(a)(1) of the 2001 No
Child Left Behind Act (NCLBA)

3% of lowa’s SEA allocation will be directed to 1.0 F.T.E consultant to administer the
program and oversee the implementation of the strategies outlined below and to .75
F.T.E. administrative support staff

4% of lowa’s SEA allocation will be dedicated to support and technical assistance to
build the state’s capacity to prevent violence, student use of tobacco, alcohol and other
drugs, and to foster safe and drug-free learning environments.

lowa administers the lowa Youth Survey triennially to census populations of 6", 8" and 11"
grade students in more than 90% of the state’s LEAs. Indicators are drawn from the survey
that will be administered in the fall of 2002 and repeated in 2005. The instrument surveys
students on their behavior related to violence and their use of tobacco, alcohol and illegal
drugs as well as their attitudes about self, risk, alcohol, peers, family, school, and community.

VA1 Indicator: Percent of students who report being in a physical fight at school.

WAL performance Target: The percentage of students in lowa who report that they engaged
in a physical fight on school grounds during the 12 months previous to the survey will
decrease from 2002 to 2005 .

VAL Indicator: Percent of students who report feeling safe at school.
Performance Target: Y**" The percentage of students in lowa who report that they feel safe
at school will increase from 1999-2000 to 2005-2006.

VA1 Indicator: Percent of students offered, sold or given illegal drugs on school grounds.
(Baseline will be collected in the fall, 2002 administration of the lowa Youth Survey and
reported during the spring of 2003. Performance targets will be established once these data
are collected.)

Performance Target: The percentage of students who report that they have been offered,
sold, or given an illegal drug on school property will decrease from 2002 to 2005.
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C.

VAIThe lowa Department of Education initiated a project several years ago with the intent
of fostering the electronic exchange of student information among districts, between
districts and postsecondary institutions, and between districts and the Department. This
initiative was given the name Project EASIER - Electronic Access System for lowa
Educational Records. Most school districts in lowa use an electronic student information
system to maintain student data for a variety of administrative purposes. The goal of Project
EASIER is to help school districts leverage the resources that districts have already made in
building their student information systems. It is the Department's intent to build on the
progress that has already been achieved under Project EASIER, requiring each district to
submit individualized student records to the Department. VA1t is also the Department's
intent to expand the data elements that must be reported by districts to the state.

At the present time, approximately 70 percent of all lowa school districts are involved in the
Project, and we have established a goal of 100 percent participation by July 2003. In
addition to expanding the project to all districts, it is the intent of the Department to expand
the data elements collected to accommodate more of the currently required data collections
in lowa and to include the data elements necessary to comply with new ESEA requirements
including the additional subgroups. The following are the data elements currently reported
on each student:

District ID

Building ID

Student ID

Gender

Race/Ethnicity

Date of Birth

Grade Level

Dropout Status

Primary Language if ELL
Type of Diploma Received
Post-graduation Intentions
Courses Enrolled

To accommodate subgroup reporting, English proficiency, migrant status, and poverty status
will be added to each record. Disability status will either be added or determined by linking
to an existing special education student database. It is the Department's intent to
incorporate into Project EASIER directly or through linked databases, the data from three
other collection entities: special education, ESEA Title I, and Perkins. This expansion will
support uniform reporting and will enhance local district databases. Additional data
elements such as expulsion and suspensions will also be added to the student records
submitted by districts to enable the Department to meet the reporting requirements as
defined in the No Child Left Behind Act.

The Department has used a standardized process for defining data elements as well as
adopting a standardized approach for the exchange of student information. From Project
EASIER's beginning, lowa’s three state universities, together with a number of the public
community colleges, have been involved with local school districts in the transmission of
electronic student transcripts using the standards as defined through the American National
Standards Institute (ANSI), that were mapped to Electronic Data Interchange (EDI)
standards, encrypted, and transmitted to participating postsecondary institutions.
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The Department is also keenly aware of the changing technology environment especially
with respect to EDI/Extensible Markup Language (XML) and School Interoperability
Framework (SIF). With the advent of the National School Inteoperability Framework
initiative and increased support from technology vendors and others for using XML,
Department is monitoring and evaluating how to support EDI for sending transcripts to
postsecondary institutions while using XML for district and state-level collection and
reporting.

The Department will continue to use the resources of the National Forum of Education
Statistics as supported by National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), Office of
Educational Research and Improvement (OERI), USDE. Most, if not all, of the data
element definitions currently used by the Department follow the definitions as set forth in
several NCES publications. The Department currently follows the NCES definition for
reporting dropouts. The Department and all school districts have adopted a uniform course
code classification system as proposed under the NCES publication, A Pilot Standard National
Course Classification System for Secondary Schools.  As additional data elements are collected from
districts, we will continue to use the definitions and follow the recommended standards as
established nationally. The following NCES publications are significant to assuring
comparability and have been used in our data collection and developments:

Student Data Handbook: Elementary, Secondary and Early Childhood Education: 2000 Edition
Staff Data Handbook: Elementary, Secondary and Early Childhood Education

A Pilot Standard National Course Classification System for Secondary Education

Standards for Education Data Collection and Reporting

Basic Data Elements for Elementary and Secondary Information Systems

Building and Automated Student Record System

It is also important to note that the Department uses and supports the concepts, procedures,
and principles embodied in the two NCES/Forum publications, Protecting the Privacy of Student
Records: Guidelines for Education Agencies and Privacy Issues in Education Staff Records.

The Department will continue to use NCES and Forum publications and is anticipating that
the soon to be released report, Safety in Numbers: Collecting and Using Crime, Violence, and
Discipline Incident Data to Make a Difference in Schools will assist us in this new data collection
area.

As a current and intermediate step, the Department will also support web-based summary
reports from school districts. The Department has already developed an extensive web-
based data collection approach that enables districts to submit summary information. It is
anticipated that until all districts are submitting individual student records that can be used to
summarize information by subgroup, the Department will require districts to submit data in
summary tables via the web.

The Department annually conducts training and work sessions for personnel in all districts
regarding fall and spring data collections. Using the lowa Communications Network, a
statewide audio-visual network, training sessions are provided to explain what is being
collected, reinforce and clarify definitions that are provided, and demonstrate the web-based
reporting tools. Since it is the Department's intent to incorporate, to the extent possible, the
additional data elements into existing reporting procedures, training and instructions will be
provided to school districts as part of fall and spring instructional sessions.
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10. Title 1V, Part A, Subpart 1, section 4112(a) — Safe and Drug Free Schools and

11.

12.

Communities: Reservation of State Funds for the Governor of lowa. [Goal 4]

a. VAl VAD9704 of the 20% of SDFSC funds reserved for the governor will be distributed to
school and  community recipients of competitive grant awards not to exceed $90,000.00
each for two years. 3% of the Governor’s reserve will be used for training and technical
assistance.

b. 'VA2'Name of the entity designated to receive the funds reserved for the governor, contact
information for the entity, and the DUNS number that should be used to award the funds.

Janet Zwick, Administrator

Division of Health Promotion, Prevention, and Predictive Behaviors
lowa Department of Public Health

Lucas State Office Building, 4™ Floor

321 East 12'" Street

Des Moines, lowa 50219-0075

Phone: 515-281-4417

e-mail: jzwick@idph.state.ia.us

DUNS No.:808345920

Title 1V, Part A, Subpart 2, Section 4126: Community Service for Suspended and
Expelled Students Grant

VA22Consultation on the distribution of the Community Service grant was held with
representatives of other agencies in the Executive branch of state government: Division of
Criminal and Juvenile Justice Planning in the Department of Human Rights, the lowa Attorney
General’s office. The funds will be used to establish pilot sites in local school districts or
communities that will enhance existing alternative programs with a program that requires eligible
students to perform community service as part of a continuous educational experience. The
long-term intent is to assess and demonstrate the effectiveness of the community service strategy
on increasing the graduation rate and reducing the dropout rate of this high-risk population.

The SEA will retain 10% of the funds to evaluate the effectiveness of the pilots, provide
technical assistance, and disseminate information about the model.

Title 1V, Part B: 21° Century Community Learning Centers [Goals 1, 2, and 5]

VB-Training, professional development and technical assistance are essential for high quality
afterschool programs. The Department intends to work with a variety of local, regional, state,
and national organizations to provide training and support for Community Learning Centers.
Bidders' conferences for interested 21" Century Community Learning Center (CCLC) applicants
will be offered. Successful grantees will be required to participate in at least two comprehensive
training sessions each year and set aside specific grant funds designed to meet this purpose. The
Department will also use multi delivery systems to provide professional development and
technical assistance to award recipients. Some potential providers who can provide statewide
technical assistance would naturally include, the lowa Community Education Association, lowa
Collaboration for Youth Development, the lowa Child and Family Policy Center, the State
Public Policy Group, and the National Center for Community Education, an AEA network of
21* CLCL school improvement consultants. To cite several exemplary providers in this area the
Success 4 network (a statewide initiative that consolidates a variety of state and federal programs
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13.

with the common mission of promoting social, emotional, intellectual, and behavioral
development of lowa’s children and youth through the collaboration of schools, families, kids,
and communities), and the Higher Plain should be included. Other organizational and private
vendor providers would be sought out who could assist local grantees in meeting their grants
needs in areas of evaluation, program implementation, staffing, and sustainability.

IVB-6 IVB-7|n establishing an evaluation, monitoring and continuous improvement process for this
grant program, the lowa Department of Education will used both formative and summative
evaluation techniques. Evaluation procedures, similar to those used by the US Department of
Education 21* CLCC program, will be considered. Individual evaluation experts, not only in
lowa but from across the country, may assist with the evaluation, monitoring and continuous
improvement efforts associated with this grant. The data will be collected through our Basic
Education Data Survey (BEDS) collection or Annual Progress Reports. The state will compile
into a state report card as required by NCLB. This compilation will be available to all federal
program individuals. The Department will collect baseline data for the 21" CCLS program in
the first programming year and submitted to the USDE but not until the 2003-2004 school year
due to the timeline of awards which will begin July 1, 2003. "®*®More specifically, demographic
data, performance-based outcomes, evaluation data, and program changes will be documented
by using mid-year and year-end written reports with local grantees. 'V&° VE12Additional
evaluation, monitoring and continuous improvement techniques used or considered would
include on-site visitations, telephone calls, meetings held over the ICN (state fiber optic
network), and dialogue sessions with AEA personnel. Evaluation results would be shared in
aggregate form in order to protect the confidentiality of individual participants and
organizations. Monitoring local grantee progress in achieving grant goals as outlined in their
original five-year plan would also be a part of the monitoring and continuous improvement
process established for this grant program. 'V®**Technical assistance will be provided based on
the findings from each program’s progress. The LEA’s not making progress will be provided
additional technical assistance.

Title V, Part A -- Innovative Programs [Goals 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5]

V4The state of lowa Title V allocations for the 2002-03 school year will be distributed on the
basis of 80% on district’s enrollment and 20% on free lunch provided by each district with at
least 19.48% of its enrollment eligible for free lunch. This compares to 2001-02 when 17.89%
of a district enrollment needed to be eligible for free lunch.

V1The department will offer information on how program dollars can be spent and assist
districts to meet federal criteria requirements. V- The state will provide technical assistance to
help districts target those schools with high concentration of economically disadvantaged
children and families. V= Districts that receive the extra money for free lunch will be encouraged
to place their additional money in schools within their districts that have concentrations of
economically disadvantaged families and children from economically disadvantaged families.
Presently, it appears lowa has no areas in the state that would qualify under the stipulation of
children living in sparsely populated areas.

V-6 VTV VIThe state of lowa will use its allowable percentage (15% of the 15% reserved for state
use) of administrative funds to support 0.5 F.T.E of one consultant and portions of two clerical
staff. These expenditures will not exceed $86,365. Technical assistance will be provided by 1.0
F.T.E.and 0.5 F.T.E. of three other consultants. V2 V*° The remaining funds will be used to
support state activities and technical assistance for planning, design, and initial implementation
of charter schools (17%), statewide education reform efforts (41.5%), and support to LEAs for

84



14.

continual assistance in implementation of challenging content standards through alignment of
curriculum, instructional practices, and assessment measures (41.5%).

Title VI, Part A, Subpart 1, Section 6111 — State Assessments Formula Grants [Goals 1, 2,
3,5]

With the reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) the need to
ensure all lowa districts have local districtwide assessments that demonstrate acceptable
technical adequacy is imperative. The lowa Department of Education will solicit proposals from
experienced vendors or individuals with assessment expertise to develop training documents,
organize training, and implement regional training in the State of lowa to document the
technical adequacy of districtwide assessments and the alignment of the local districtwide
assessments with local standards and benchmarks. Although this work will be organized and
implemented from an external source other than the Department, the intent is that the
Department’s Cross Bureau Assessment Team will assist in the refinement and implementation
of all documents and subsequent trainings.

Through ESEA, the federal government appropriated additional funds to assist states in
improving their assessment systems to meet the federal requirements. A refined assessment
system with documented technical adequacy and alignment will assist teachers, administrators,
parents, and community stakeholders in making decisions regarding the implementation of
structured school improvement that impact all students. With this in mind, this proposal will
seek to assist districts in continuing to refine and determine that their local districtwide
assessment system which includes alternate assessment, and multiple measures will provide valid
and reliable data to determine district students proficiency levels for content standards.
Participants will develop the capacity to implement the processes necessary to ensure technically
adequate districtwide assessment, accountability and evaluation systems. This request for
proposal is intended to align the work of the local districts with the guidelines specified in the
Peer Reviewer Guidance for Evaluating Evidence of Final Assessments Under Title 1 of the
Elementary and Secondary Act (USDE, Nov. 1999). Specifically, participants will:

1. Acquire knowledge of concepts of alignment of assessments to standards and benchmarks
and instruction.
2. Acquire knowledge of concepts of technical adequacy
Validity
Reliability
Fairness
Apply concepts of alignment during training
Apply concepts of technical adequacy during training
Reliability
Validity
Fairness
Apply concepts of alignment to district assessment systems
6. Apply concepts of technical adequacy to district assessment systems
Reliability
Validity
Fairness
7. Evaluate districtwide assessment and accountability systems
Examine district assessment and accountability systems for alignment

H~w
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Examine district assessment and accountability systems for technical adequacy

Make recommendations for change in the system based on the results of the
examination

Implement any needed actions to produce an aligned, districtwide assessment system
with technical adequacy.

Continue to evaluate appropriateness of the district assessment system and implement change in
that system as needed to maintain alignment and technical adequacy.

Currently, all 371 local districts are responsible to administer an assessment that has both state
and national norms at grades 4, 8, and 11 in reading and mathematics and grades 8 and 11 in
science. They must also have at least one additional assessment measure for each of these
content areas. Area Education Agencies (AEA) in the state of lowa provide an opportunity for
districts to participate in the lowa Collaborative Assessment Modules (ICAM) at the 4™, 8™, and
11" grades, designed to assist them in fulfilling their multiple measure requirement in reading
and mathematics. Currently, 367 buildings in 136 districts use these modules. The cost of
scoring the performance-based modules and training for these evaluators will be funded through
the use of these assessment dollars.

lowa Code requires school districts to implement additional assessment measures beyond the
norm-referenced assessment used for state performance measures. Although the state has
invested in the development of the ICAM modules for reading and mathematics no funds have
been available to assist in the development of modules for science. Funds will be used for this
purpose.

In order to implement a student management system additional personnel are required within
the department to support this effort. Funds will be used to support one data management
expert and one assessment expert.

15. Title VI, Part B, Subpart 2 -- Rural and Low-Income School Program [Goalsl,2,3,5]

a. Goals and Obijectives for Performance Criteria:

Increased Student Academic Achievement

Goal: To increase the percentage of all fourth, eighth, and eleventh grade students achieving
proficient or higher in mathematics and reading.

Obijective: Identify activities allowed under the REAP program that will support the
increase of reading and math scores in grades 4, 8 and 11.

Goal: To increase the percentage of high school students achieving a score or status on a
measure indicating probable post-secondary success.

Obijective: Align the use of REAP funds other high school activities that assist in the
probable improvement of student success at the post-secondary level.

Goal: To incorporate in to its comprehensive school improvement plan provisions for the
professional development for all staff in approved, funded areas of the REAP program.
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Obijective: Identify specific professional development efforts in the Comprehensive
School Improvement Plan that support REAP.

Decreased Student Dropout Rates

Goal: To reduce the student dropout rates in grades 7-12.

Obijective: Identify activities under the REAP program that specifically support the
decrease in student dropouts.

b. Strategies:

The SEA will offer technical assistance provided either on-site and/or via the lowa
Communications Network distance learning system for each of the seven eligible schools
districts receiving funds. Information about the REAP initiative, including definitions,
requirements, and the application process, will be made available to districts by the SEA
REAP coordinator. Districts will be assisted by SEA program consultants related to the
appropriate program areas listed below. SEA program consultants will assist districts with
program requirements, budget, and reporting. Districts will be allowed to apply funds
received to any or all of the following:

Teacher recruitment and retention
Teacher professional development
Educational technology

Parental involvement activities
Safe and drug-free activities, part A
Title 111 Activities

Awards will be determined by formula proportionate to the number of students in eligible districts
as prescribed by the USDE: It is based directly on the ADA of all eligible LEAs in the country,
divided by the appropriation for this program, which is $81.25 million. lowa’s portion is
approximately $245,000. (An estimate according to the USDE REAP Office on May 7, 2002.)

Consolidated Plan: GEPA and Equity

%The lowa Department of Education staff working with consolidated grant programs will
review all program data in a disaggregated fashion to ensure that sub-recipients are serving all
students regardless of race, national origin, gender and disability. Where disparities arise,
districts will be targeted for evaluation technical assistance visits, evaluation visits, or educational
equity reviews. The data will also be reviewed to ensure that districts are taking affirmative steps
to insure that students are integrated in attendance areas, classes, and activities on the basis of
race, national origin (LEP), gender, and disability.

All consolidated program staff members will participate in the Department of Education’s
educational Equity Review Process to be integrated into the LEA school improvement visits
conducted by the department. The objective of this review process is to ensure that
subrecipients of both federal and state funding are implementing programs in an inclusive
and non-discriminatory manner.
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Because of the growing diversity in our state, language interpreters will be used in
conferences and workshops where appropriate and translators will be used to provide basic
state program documents that target parents and the public into several primary languages.

Affirmative steps will be taken to include lowans with disabilities in all aspects of the
Department’s activities and programs.

The Department will take steps to ensure that advisory committees or working task forces
related to consolidated plan programs will reflect racial/ethnic diversity, gender balance
and persons with disabilities in their membership.

As part of the consolidated application preparation a reminder of the General Education Provisions
Act was distributed to all certified staff in the Division of Early Childhood, Elementary and
Secondary Education. Each program included in this consolidated application has taken special
precaution to be able to assure that the services made possible by that program are accessible
without restriction by reason of gender, race, national origin, color, disability, or age.

Consolidated Administrative Funds

*"The lowa Department of Education receives more than half of its operating funds from federal
sources. The department will not consolidate administrative funds.

Certification of Compliance with Unsafe School Choice Option Requirements.

a. The State of lowa will provide a persistently dangerous school definition according to the
timeline established below. It has been determined after review of the state code pertaining to
public schools and the criminal code that state legislation is required to fully implement this
option. The state department will provide a definition to the State Board for their discussion
and action that could be used on a voluntary basis until the state legislature provides the
statutory authority required. Because the State of lowa has permitted open enrollment between
public school districts at parental discretion since 1989, it is the determination of the state that
no lowa child is forced to attend a school that is detrimental to the child’s learning due to a
violent act.

b. September 2002: Proposed voluntary implementation and lowa definition of
“persistently dangerous school” and “violent criminal offenses” presented to the State Board for
their initial review and comment.
November 2002: Legislative request prepared.
January 2003 State Board adopts guidelines for definition and voluntary participation pending
state legislative action
June 2003 State Board requested to notice rules
September 2003 Implementation of definition and mandatory data collection on the part of
public school districts

General and Cross-Cutting Assurances

The lowa Department of Education does assure, in accordance with Section 9304(a), which requires
states to have on file with the Secretary of the U. S. Department of Education a single set of
assurances, applicable to each program included in the consolidated application, which provides that

88



Each such program will be administered in accordance with all applicable statutes, regulations,

program plans, and applications;

The control of funds provided under each such program and title to property acquired with

program funds will be in a public agency, a nonprofit private agency, institution, or organization,

or an Indian tribe, if the law authorizing the program provides for assistance to those entities;

and,

The public agency, nonprofit private agency, institution, or organization, or Indian tribe will

administer those funds and property to the extent required by the authorizing law;

The lowa Department of Education will adopt and use proper methods of administering each

such program, including—

a. The enforcement of any obligations imposed by law on agencies, institutions, organizations,
and other recipients responsible for carrying out each program;

b. The correction of deficiencies in program operations that are identified through audits,
monitoring, or evaluation; and

c. The adoption of written procedures for the receipt and resolution of complaints alleging
violations of law in the administration of the programs;

The lowa Department of Education will cooperate in carrying out any evaluation of each such

program conducted by or for the secretary or other federal officials;

The lowa Department of Education will use such fiscal control and fund accounting procedures

as will ensure proper disbursement of, and accounting for, Federal funds paid to the State of

lowa under each such program;

The lowa Department of Education will—

a. Make reports to the Secretary as may be necessary to enable the Secretary to perform the
Secretary's duties under each such program; and

b. Maintain such records, provide such information to the Secretary, and afford such access to
the records as the Secretary may find necessary to carry out the Secretary's duties; and

c. Before the plan or application was submitted to the Secretary, the lowa Department of
Education afforded a reasonable opportunity for public comment on the plan or application
and considered such comment.

Assurances

Title I, Part A — Improving Basic Programs Operated By LEAS

Assurance that —

a. The State plan for the implementation of Title I, Part A was developed in consultation with
LEAs, teachers, principals, pupil services personnel, administrators, other staff and parents
and that the plan for Title I, Part A coordinates with other programs under this Act, the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical
Education Act of 1998, the Head Start Act, the Adult Education and Family Literacy Act,
and the McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act.

b. The SEA has a plan for assisting LEAs and schools to develop capacity to comply with
program operation and for providing additional educational assistance to students needing
help to achieve State standards, including:

i.  the use of schoolwide programs;

ii.  steps to ensure that both schoolwide program- and targeted assisted program schools
have highly qualified staff (section 1111);

iii.  ensuring that assessments results are used by LEAs, schools, and teachers to improve
achievement (section 1111);

iv.  use of curricula aligned with state standards (section 1111);
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m.

v.  provision of supplemental services, including a list of approved service providers and
standards and techniques for monitoring the quality and effectiveness of services
(section1116);

vi.  choice and options (section 1116);

vii.  the state support system under section 1117; and

viil. teacher and paraprofessional qualifications (section 1119).

The State has a strategy for ensuring that children served by Title I, Part A will be taught the

same knowledge and skills in other subjects and held to the same expectations as all children.

The State will implement the accountability requirements of section 1116(f) regarding

schools identified for improvement prior to the passage of NCLB.

The State will implement the provisions of section 1116 regarding LEAs and schools in

improvement and corrective action.

The State will produce and disseminate an annual State Report Card in accordance with

section 1111(h)(1) and will ensure that LEAs that receive Title I, Part A funds produce and

disseminate annual local Report Cards in accordance with section 1111(h)(2).

The SEA will ensure that LEAs will annually assess English skills for all limited-English

proficient students.

The SEA will coordinate with other agencies that provide services to children, youth and

families to address factors that have significantly affected the achievement of students.

The SEA will ensure that assessment results are promptly provided to LEAs, schools, and

teachers.

The State will participate in State academic assessments of 4™ and 8™ grade reading and

mathematics under NAEP if the Secretary pays the cost of administering such assessments,

and will ensure that schools drawn for the NAEP sample will participate in all phases of
these assessments, including having results published.

The SEA, in consultation with the Governor, will produce a plan for carrying  out the

responsibilities of the State under sections 1116 and 1117, and the SEA’s  statewide

system for technical assistance and support of LEASs.

The SEA will assist LEAs in developing or identifying high-quality curricula aligned with

State academic achievement standards and will disseminate such curricula to each LEA and

local school within the State.

The State will carry out the assurances specified in section 1111(c).

Title I, Part B — Even Start Family Literacy
Assurance that —

a.
b.

The SEA will meet its indicators of program quality developed in section 1240.

The SEA will help each project under this part to fully implement the program elements
described in section 1235, including the monitoring of the projects’ compliance with staff
qualification requirements and usage of instructional programs based on scientifically based
reading research for children and adults.

The SEA collaborated with early childhood specialists, adult education specialists, and others
at the State and local level with interests in family literacy in the development and
implementation of this plan.

Title I, Part C — Education of Migrant Children

Assurance that —
In addition to meeting the seven program assurances in Section 1304(c), the SEA will ensure
that —

a.

Special educational needs of migratory children, including preschool migratory children, are
identified and addressed through — (a) the full range of services that are available for
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migratory children from appropriate local, State, and Federal educational programs; (b) joint
planning among local, State, and Federal educational programs serving migrant children,
including language instruction educational programs under part A or B of title I11; and (c)
the integration of services available under this part with services provided by those other
programs, a (d) measurable program goals and outcomes.

State and its local operating agencies will identify and address the special educational needs
of migratory children in accordance with a comprehensive State plan as specified in section
1306 (a).

State will provide for educational continuity through the timely transfer of pertinent school
records in a manner consistent with procedures the Secretary may require.

4. Title I, Part D — Children and Youth Who Are Neglected, Delinquent or At-Risk
Assurance that the SEA —

a.
b.
C.

Will ensure that programs will be carried out in accordance with the State plan.

Will carry out the evaluation requirements of section 1431.

Has collaborated with parents, correctional facilities, local education agencies, public and
private business and other state and federal technical and vocational programs in developing
and implementing its plan to meet the educational needs of neglected, delinquent, and at-risk
children and youth.

Conducts a process to award Subpart 2 subgrants, to programs operated by local education
agencies and correctional facilities.

Will integrate programs and services for neglected, delinquent, and at-risk children and youth
with other programs under this Act or other Acts.

5. Title I, Part F — Comprehensive School Reform
Assurance that the SEA will --

a.
b.

Fulfill all requirements relating to the competitive subgranting of program funds.

Awards subgrants of not less than $50,000 and of sufficient size and scope to support the
initial costs of the program.

Award subgrants renewable for 2 additional one year periods if the school is making
substantial progress.

Consider the equitable distribution of subgrants to different geographic regions in the State,
including urban and rural areas and to schools serving elementary and secondary students.
Reserve not more than five (5) percent of grant funds for administrative, evaluation, and
technical assistance expenses.

Use funds to supplement, and not supplant, any other funds that would otherwise be
available to carry out these activities.

Report subgrant information, including names of LEAs and schools, amount of award, and
description of award.

Provide a copy of the State's annual program evaluation.

6. Title I, Part A — Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting Fund
Assurance that —

a.

b.

The SEA will take steps to ensure compliance with the requirements for “professional
development” as the term is defined in section 9101(34).

All funded activities will be developed collaboratively and based on the input of teachers,
principals, administrators, paraprofessionals, and other school personnel.
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C.

The SEA will implement the provisions for technical assistance and accountability in section
2141 with regard to any LEA that has failed to make adequate yearly progress for two or
more consecutive years.

7. Title I, Part D — Enhanced Education Through Technology
Assurance that the SEA --

a.

Will ensure that each subgrant awarded under section 2412 (a)(2)(B) is of sufficient size and
duration, and that the program funded by the subgrant is of sufficient scope and quality, to
carry out the purposes of this part effectively.

Has in place a State Plan for Educational Technology that meets all of the provisions of
section 2413 of ESEA.

8. Title 11, Part A — English Language Acquisition, Language Enhancement, and
Academic Achievement

Assurance that --

a.

SoQ

Subgrantees will be required to use their subgrants to build their capacity to continue to

provide high-quality language instruction educational programs for LEP students once the

subgrants are no longer available.

The State will consult with LEAs, education-related community groups and non-profit

organizations, parents, teachers, school administrators, and researchers in developing annual

measurable student achievement objectives for subgrantees.

Each subgrantee will include in its plan a certification that all teachers in a Title 111 language

instruction educational program for limited English proficient children are fluent in English

and any other language used for instruction.

In awarding subgrants to eligible entities that have experienced a recent significant increase

in the percentage or number of immigrant students, the State will equally consider eligible

entities that have limited or no experience in serving immigrant children and youth, and

consider the quality of each local plan.

Subgrants will be of sufficient size and scope to support high-quality programs.

Subgrantees will be required to provide for an annual reading or language arts assessment in

English of all children who have been in the United States for three or more consecutive

years.

Subgrantees will be required to assess annually the English proficiency of all LEP children.

A subgrantee plan will not be in violation of any State law, including State constitutional law,

regarding the education of LEP children.

Subgrantee evaluations will be used to determine and improve the effectiveness of

subgrantee programs and activities.

Subgrantee evaluations will include a description of the progress made by children in

meeting State academic content and student academic achievement standards for each of the

two years after these children no longer participate in a Title 111 language instruction

educational program.

A subgrantee that fails to make progress toward meeting annual measurable achievement

objectives for two consecutive years will be required to develop an improvement plan that

will ensure the subgrantee meets those objectives.

Subgrantees will be required to provide the following information to parents of LEP

children selected for participation in a language instruction educational program:

1) How the program will meet the educational needs of their children;

2) Their options to decline to enroll their children in that program or to choose another
program, if available;
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3) If applicable, the failure of the subgrantee to make progress on the annual measurable
achievement objectives for their children.

m. In awarding subgrants, the State will address the needs of school systems of all sizes and in

all geographic areas within the State, including school systems with urban and rural schools.

9. Title IV, Part A — Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities
Assurance that --

a.

J:

The State has developed a comprehensive plan for the use of funds by the State educational
agency and the chief executive officer of the State to provide safe, orderly, and drug-free
schools and communities through programs and activities that complement and support
activities of local educational agencies under section 4115(b), that comply with the principles
of effectiveness under section 4115(a), and that otherwise are in accordance with the
purpose of this part.

Activities funded under this program will foster a safe and drug-free learning environment
that supports academic achievement.

The application was developed in consultation and coordination with appropriate State
officials and others, including the chief executive officer, the chief State school officer, the
head of the State alcohol and drug abuse agency, the heads of the State health and mental
health agencies, the head of the State child welfare agency, the head of the State board of
education, or their designees, and representatives of parents, students, and community-based
organizations.

Funds reserved under section 4112(a) will not duplicate the efforts of the State education
agency and local educational agencies with regard to the provisions of school-based drug and
violence prevention activities and that those funds will be used to serve populations not
normally served by the State educational agencies and local educational agencies and
populations that need special services, such as school dropouts, suspended and expelled
students, youth in detention centers, runaway or homeless children and youth, and pregnant
and parenting youth.

The State will cooperate with, and assist, the Secretary in conducting data collection as
required by section 4122,

LEAs in the State will comply with the provisions of section 9501 pertaining to the
participation of private school children and teachers in the programs and activities under this
program.

Funds under this program will be used to increase the level of State, local, and other non-
Federal funds that would, in the absence of funds under this subpart, be made available for
programs and activities authorized under this program, and in no case supplant such State,
local, and other non-Federal funds.

. A needs assessment was conducted by the State for drug and violence prevention programs,

which shall be based on ongoing State evaluation activities, including data on the incidence
and prevalence of illegal drug use and violence among youth in schools and communities,
including the age of onset, the perception of health risks, and the perception of social
disapproval among such youth, the prevalence of protective factors, buffers, or assets and
other variables in the school and community identified through scientifically based research.

The State will develop and implement procedures for assessing and publicly reporting
progress toward meeting the performance measures.

The State application will be available for public review after submission of the application.

k. Special outreach activities will be carried out by the SEA and the chief executive officer of

the State to maximize the participation of community-based organizations of demonstrated
effectiveness that provide services such as mentoring programs in low-income
communities.
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I. Funds will be used by the SEA and the chief executive officer of the State to support,
develop, and implement community-wide comprehensive drug and violence prevention
planning and organizing activities.

m. The State will develop a process for review of applications from local educational agencies
that includes receiving input from parents.

10. Title 1V, Part B — 21° Century Community Learning Centers

Assure that the SEA will -

a.  Write the State application in consultation and coordination with appropriate State officials,
including the chief State school officer, and other State agencies administering before and
after school programs, the heads of the State health and mental health agencies or their
designees, and representatives of teachers, parents, students, the business community, and
community-based organizations.

b. Award subgrants of not less than three years and not more than five years that are of not less
than $50,000 and of sufficient size and scope to support high quality, effective programs.

c. Fund entities that propose to serve students who primarily attend schools eligible for
schoolwide programs under section 1114 or schools that serve a high percentage of students
from low-income families, and the families of such students.

d. Require local applicants to submit a plan describing how community learning centers to be
funded through this grant will continue after the grant period.

e. Require local applicants to describe in their applications how the transportation needs of
participating students will be addressed.

11. Title V, Part A — Innovative Programs

Assure that --

a. The State has set forth the allocation of funds required to implement section 5142
(participation of children enrolled in private schools).

b. The State has made provision for timely public notice and public dissemination of the
information concerning allocations of funds required to implement provisions for assistance
to students attending private schools.

c. Apart from providing technical and advisory assistance and monitoring compliance with this
part, the SEA has not exercised, and will not exercise, any influence in the decision making
processes of LEAs as to the expenditure made pursuant to the LEAS’ application for
program funds submitted under section 5133.

Transferability

The State of lowa hereby designates March 1, 2003 as a possible date of transfer of funds from

Title 11, Part A, Quality Teaching, Title 11, Part D, Innovative Technology, Title 1V, Part A, drug
free school programs out of the Governor’s office, and Title V, Charter Schools, Assessment, school
improvement. This declaration is made with the understanding that not more than 50% of non-
administrative funds may be transferred, that no transfers may be made from Title I. It is further
understood that the State of lowa must notify the USED no later than January 29, 2003 of the
specific intention to transfer and that resulting alterations in this consolidated application will need
to be reported no later than March 31, 2003.
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APPENDIX A
IOWA CODE
Applicable to P.L. 107 - 334

256.7 Duties of state board.

Except for the college student aid commission and the public broadcasting board and division, the state board shall:

1. Adopt and establish policy for programs and services of the department pursuant to law.

2. Constitute the state board for vocational education under chapter 258.

3. Prescribe standards and procedures for the approval of practitioner preparation programs and professional development programs,
offered by practitioner preparation institutions and area education agencies, in this state. Procedures provided for approval of
programs shall include procedures for enforcement of the prescribed standards and shall not include a procedure for the waiving of
any of the standards prescribed.

4. Adopt, and update annually, a five-year plan for the achievement of educational goals in lowa.

5. Adopt rules under chapter 17A for carrying out the responsibilities of the department.

6. Hear appeals of persons aggrieved by decisions of boards of directors of school corporations under chapter 290 and other appeals
prescribed by law. The state board may review the record and shall review the decision of the director of the department of education
or the administrative law judge designated for any appeals heard and decided by the director under chapter 290, and may affirm,
modify, or vacate the decision, or may direct a rehearing before the director.

7. Adopt rules under chapter 17A for the use of telecommunications as an instructional tool for students enrolled in kindergarten
through grade twelve and served by local school districts, accredited or approved nonpublic schools, area education agencies,
community colleges, institutions of higher education under the state board of regents, and independent colleges and universities in
elementary and secondary school classes and courses. The rules shall include but need not be limited to rules relating to programs,
educational policy, instructional practices, staff development, use of pilot projects, curriculum monitoring, and the accessibility of
licensed teachers.

When curriculum is provided by means of telecommunications, it shall be taught by an appropriately licensed teacher. The teacher
shall either be present in the classroom, or be present at the location at which the curriculum delivered by means of
telecommunications originates.

The rules shall provide that when the curriculum is taught by an appropriately licensed teacher at the location at which the
telecommunications originates, the curriculum received at a remote site shall be under the supervision of a licensed teacher. The
licensed teacher at the originating site may provide supervision of students at a remote site or the school district in which the remote
site is located may provide for supervision at the remote site if the school district deems it necessary or if requested to do so by the
licensed teacher at the originating site. For the purposes of this subsection, “supervision" means that the curriculum is monitored by a
licensed teacher and the teacher is accessible to the students receiving the curriculum by means of telecommunications.

The state board shall establish an advisory committee to make recommendations for rules required under this subsection on the use
of telecommunications as an instructional tool. The committee shall be composed of representatives from community colleges, area
education agencies, accredited or approved nonpublic schools, and local school districts from various enroliment categories. The
representatives shall include board members, school administrators, teachers, parents, students, and associations interested in
education.

For the purpose of the rules adopted by the state board, telecommunications means narrowcast communications through systems that
are directed toward a narrowly defined audience and includes interactive live communications.

8. Rules adopted under this section shall provide that telecommunications shall not be used by school districts as the exclusive means
to provide any course which is required by the minimum educational standards for accreditation.

9. Develop evaluation procedures that will measure the effects of instruction by means of telecommunications on student
achievement, socialization, intellectual growth, motivation, and other related factors deemed relevant by the state board, for the
development of an educational data base. The state board shall consult with the state board of regents and the practitioner preparation
departments at its institutions, other practitioner preparation departments located within private colleges and universities, educational
research agencies or facilities, and other agencies deemed appropriate by the state board, in developing these procedures.

10. Adopt rules pursuant to chapter 17A relating to educational programs and budget limitations for educational programs pursuant
to sections 282.28, 282.29, 282.30, and 282.31.

11. Prescribe guidelines for facility standards, maximum class sizes, and maximum in classroom pupil-teacher and teacher-aide ratios
for grades kindergarten through three and before and after school and summer child care programs provided under the direction of
the school district. The department also shall indicate modifications to such guidelines necessary to address the needs of at-risk
children.

12. Elect to a two-year term, from its members in each even-numbered year, a president of the state board, who shall serve until a
successor is elected and qualified.

13. Adopt rules and a procedure for accrediting all apprenticeship programs in the state which receive state or federal funding. In
developing the rules, the state board shall consult with schools and labor or trade organizations affected by or currently operating
apprenticeship or training programs. Rules adopted shall be the same or similar to criteria established for the operation of
apprenticeship programs at community colleges.

14. Adopt rules which require each community college which establishes a new jobs training project or projects and receives funds
derived from or associated with the project or projects to establish a separate account to act as a repository for any funds received and
to report annually, by January 15, to the general assembly on funds received and disbursed during the preceding fiscal year in the form
required by the department.

15. If funds are appropriated by the general assembly for the program, adopt rules for the administration of the teacher exchange
program, including, but not limited to, rules for application to participate in the program, rules relating to the number of times that a
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given applicant may participate in the program, and rules describing reimbursable expenses and establishing honoraria for teacher
participants.

16. Adopt rules that set standards for approval of family support preservice and in-service training programs, offered by area
education agencies and practitioner preparation institutions, and family support programs offered by or through local school districts.
17. Receive and review the budget and unified plan of service submitted by the division of libraries and information services.

18. Adopt rules that include children who retain some sight but who have a medically diagnosed expectation of visual deterioration
within the definition of children requiring special education pursuant to section 256B.2, subsection 1. Rules adopted pursuant to this
subsection shall provide for or include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. A presumption that proficiency in braille reading and writing is essential for satisfactory educational progress for a visually impaired
student who is not able to communicate in print with the same level of proficiency as a student of otherwise comparable ability at the
same grade level. This presumption includes a student as defined in paragraph "b". A student for whom braille services are
appropriate, as defined in this subsection, is entitled to instruction in braille reading and writing that is sufficient to enable the pupil to
communicate with the same level of proficiency as a pupil of otherwise comparable ability at the same grade level.

b. A pupil who retains some sight but who has a medically diagnosed expectation of visual deterioration in adolescence or early
adulthood may qualify for instruction in braille reading and writing.

¢. Instruction in braille reading and writing may be used in combination with other special education services appropriate to a pupil's
educational needs.

d. The annual review of a pupil's individual education plan shall include discussion of instruction in braille reading and writing and a
written explanation of the reasons why the pupil is using a given reading and writing medium or media. If the reasons have not
changed since the previous year, the written explanation for the current year may refer to the fuller explanation from the previous
year.

e. A pupil as defined in paragraph "b" whose primary learning medium is expected to change may begin instruction in the new
medium before it is the only medium the pupil can effectively use.

f. A pupil who receives instruction in braille reading and writing pursuant to this subsection shall be taught by a teacher licensed to
teach students with visual impairments.

19. Define the minimum school day as a day consisting of five and one-half hours of instructional time for grades one through twelve.
The minimum hours shall be exclusive of the lunch period, but may include passing time between classes. Time spent on parent-
teacher conferences shall be considered instructional time. A school or school district may record a day of school with less than the
minimum instructional hours as a minimum school day if any of the following apply:

a. If emergency health or safety factors require the late arrival or early dismissal of students on a specific day.

b. If the total hours of instructional school time for grades one through twelve for any five consecutive school days equal a minimum
of twenty-seven and one-half hours, even though any one day of school is less than the minimum instructional hours because of a
staff development opportunity provided for the professional instructional staff or because parent-teacher conferences have been
scheduled beyond the regular school day. Furthermore, if the total hours of instructional time for the first four consecutive days equal
at least twenty-seven and one-half hours because parent-teacher conferences have been scheduled beyond the regular school day, a
school or school district may record zero hours of instructional time on the fifth consecutive school day as a minimum school day.
20. Adopt rules that require the board of directors of a school district to waive school fees for indigent families.

21. Develop and adopt rules by July 1, 1999, incorporating accountability for student achievement into the standards and accreditation
process described in section 256.11. The rules shall provide for all of the following:

a. Requirements that all school districts and accredited nonpublic schools develop, implement, and file with the department a
comprehensive school improvement plan that includes, but is not limited to, demonstrated school, parental, and community
involvement in assessing educational needs, establishing local education standards and student achievement levels, and, as applicable,
the consolidation of federal and state planning, goal-setting, and reporting requirements.

h. A set of core academic indicators in mathematics and reading in grades four, eight, and eleven, a set of core academic indicators in
science in grades eight and eleven, and another set of core indicators that includes, but is not limited to, graduation rate,
postsecondary education, and successful employment in lowa. Annually, the department shall report state data for each indicator in
the condition of education report.

¢. A requirement that all school districts and accredited nonpublic schools annually report to the department and the local community
the district-wide progress made in attaining student achievement goals on the academic and other core indicators and the district-wide
progress made in attaining locally established student learning goals. The school districts and accredited nonpublic schools shall
demonstrate the use of multiple assessment measures in determining student achievement levels. The school districts and accredited
nonpublic schools may report on other locally determined factors influencing student achievement. The school districts and
accredited nonpublic schools shall also report to the local community their results by individual attendance center.

22. Adopt rules and a procedure for the approval of para-educator preparation programs offered by a public school district, area
education agency, community college, institution of higher education under the state board of regents, or an accredited private
institution as defined in section 261.9, subsection 1. The programs shall train and recommend individuals for para-educator
certification under section 272.12.

23. Adopt rules directing the community colleges to annually and uniformly submit data from the most recent fiscal year to the
division of community colleges and workforce preparation, using criteria determined and prescribed by the division via the
management information system. Financial data submitted to the division by a community college shall be broken down by fund.
Community colleges shall provide data to the division by a deadline set by the division. The deadline shall be set for a date that
permits the division to include the data in a report submitted for state board approval and for review by December 15 of each year by
the house and senate standing education committees and the joint subcommittee on education appropriations.

24. Adopt rules on or before January 1, 2001, to require school districts and accredited nonpublic schools to adopt local policies
relating to health services, media services programs, and guidance programs, as part of the general accreditation standards applicable
to school districts pursuant to section 256.11. This subsection shall be applicable strictly for reporting purposes and shall not be
interpreted to require school districts and accredited nonpublic schools to provide or offer health services, media services programs,
or guidance programs.
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256.11 Educational standards.

The state board shall adopt rules under chapter 17A and a procedure for accrediting all public and nonpublic schools in lowa offering
instruction at any or all levels from the prekindergarten level through grade twelve. The rules of the state board shall require that a
multicultural, gender fair approach is used by schools and school districts. The educational program shall be taught from a
multicultural, gender fair approach. Global perspectives shall be incorporated into all levels of the educational program.

The rules adopted by the state board pursuant to section 256.17, Code Supplement 1987, to establish new standards shall satisfy the
requirements of this section to adopt rules to implement the educational program contained in this section.

The educational program shall be as follows:

1. If a school offers a prekindergarten program, the program shall be designed to help children to work and play with others, to
express themselves, to learn to use and manage their bodies, and to extend their interests and understanding of the world about them.
The prekindergarten program shall relate the role of the family to the child's developing sense of self and perception of others.
Planning and carrying out prekindergarten activities designed to encourage cooperative efforts between home and school shall focus
on community resources. Except as otherwise provided in this subsection, a prekindergarten teacher shall hold a license certifying that
the holder is qualified to teach in prekindergarten. A nonpublic school which offers only a prekindergarten may, but is not required to,
seek and obtain accreditation.

If the board of directors of a school district contracts for the operation of a prekindergarten program, the program shall be under the
oversight of an appropriately licensed teacher. If the program contracted with was in existence on July 1, 1989, oversight of the
program shall be provided by the district. If the program contracted with was not in existence on July 1, 1989, the director of the
program shall be a licensed teacher and the director shall provide program oversight. Any director of a program contracted with by a
school district under this section who is not a licensed teacher is required to register with the department of education.

2. The kindergarten program shall include experiences designed to develop healthy emotional and social habits and growth in the
language arts and communication skills, as well as a capacity for the completion of individual tasks, and protect and increase physical
well-being with attention given to experiences relating to the development of life skills and human growth and development. A
kindergarten teacher shall be licensed to teach in kindergarten. An accredited nonpublic school must meet the requirements of this
subsection only if the nonpublic school offers a kindergarten program.

3. The following areas shall be taught in grades one through six: English-language arts, social studies, mathematics, science, health,
human growth and development, physical education, traffic safety, music, and visual art. The health curriculum shall include the
characteristics of communicable diseases including acquired immune deficiency syndrome. The state board as part of accreditation
standards shall adopt curriculum definitions for implementing the elementary program.

4. The following shall be taught in grades seven and eight: English-language arts; social studies; mathematics; science; health; human
growth and development, family, consumer, career, and technology education; physical education; music; and visual art. The health
curriculum shall include the characteristics of sexually transmitted diseases and acquired immune deficiency syndrome. The state
board as part of accreditation standards shall adopt curriculum definitions for implementing the program in grades seven and eight.
However, this subsection shall not apply to the teaching of family, consumer, career, and technology education in nonpublic schools.
5. In grades nine through twelve, a unit of credit consists of a course or equivalent related components or partial units taught
throughout the academic year. The minimum program to be offered and taught for grades nine through twelve is:

a. Five units of science including physics and chemistry; the units of physics and chemistry may be taught in alternate years.

b. Five units of the social studies including instruction in voting statutes and procedures, voter registration requirements, the use of
paper ballots and voting machines in the election process, and the method of acquiring and casting an absentee ballot. All students
shall complete a minimum of one-half unit of United States government and one unit of United States history. The one- half unit of
United States government shall include the voting procedure as described in this lettered paragraph and section 280.9A. The
government instruction shall also include a study of the Constitution of the United States and the Bill of Rights contained in the
Constitution and an assessment of a student's knowledge of the Constitution and the Bill of Rights.

The county auditor, upon request and at a site chosen by the county auditor, shall make available to schools within the county voting
machines or sample ballots that are generally used within the county, at times when these machines or sample ballots are not in use
for their recognized purpose.

¢. Six units of English-language arts.

d. Four units of a sequential program in mathematics.

e. Two additional units of mathematics.

f. Four sequential units of one foreign language other than American sign language. Provision of instruction in American sign
language shall be in addition to and not in lieu of provision of instruction in other foreign languages. The department may waive the
third and four